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Current Topics. 


The Limited Partnerships Act, 1907. 

We paint elsewhere the rules which have been made under 
section 17 of the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907 ; omitting, how- 
ever, the long appendix of forms, which can, of course, be obteined 
at the office of the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies by the 
comparatively few firms who are likely to take advantage of the 
Act. 


The Bankruptcy Business of the High Court. 

Ir 1s, we understand, regarded by persons likely to know, as 
mest probable that bankruptcy matters will before long be 
assigned to the Chancery Division, and will be disposed of by 
a specially-named judge of that division. Nothing more Is 
required for this purpose, under section 94 of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1883, than a direction of the Lord Chancellor. 


Applications for “ Silk.’’ 

THERE Has for some time been rather a dearth of promotions to 
the rank of King’s Counsel ; but the two recent bring to the 
bench, and in particular the removal of Mr. Justice Eve from 
the bar, are understood to have given rise to a considerable number 
of applications for silk, and it is anticipated that we shall presently 
have a batch of new King’s Counsel. 


Mr. Arnold Forster on Land Transfer. 

We commenp to our readers a letter, which we print else- 
where, on some remarks made by Mr. Agwotp Forstes, in the 
course of some papers on Socialism contributed by him to a dail 
journal, with regard to solicitors in relation to the transfer of land. 

ie says that 
‘the sale and transfer of land is a process so complicated and costly 
that the purchase of an acre is a perilous adventure from which no 
man can be sure of emerging with safety and t except the 
lawyers’; and, further, that “ land transfer be made simple 
and cheap. There is only one reason why it should not be both ; that 
reason is to be found in the existence of the lawyers, who live, and 


intend to live as long as the natioa permits them, ye the to 
be made out of our wretched antiquated system of registration and 


conveyance.” 

These observetions, if made by an ordinary writer, might be dis- 

missed with the remark that he had obviously quarrelled with his 

solicitor. But coming from a former Cabinet Minister, they appear 

to us to deserve the attention of the Law Society. They represent a 

new development in the tactics of the advocates of compulsory 
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istration, and steps should be taken at once to counteract these 
ridiculous misstatements. 


The Court of Appeal and the Divisional Courts. 


WE HAVE read with much interest a letter to the Zimes, signed 
‘‘ A,” in which the writer discusses the arrangement of the Law 
Courts since the passing of the Judicature Acts. He argues that 
thcre is no real justification for the maintenance of the two appel- 
late couits for common law business—the Court of Appeal and 
the Divisional Court; that the effect of the Acts has been to 
deprive the puisne common law judges of almost all the functions 
which they had previously exercised, other than the trials of 
actions at nisi prius and of prisoners ; that this has diminished their 
reputation and authority, and has also produced great conges- 
tion in the Court of Appeal. The remedy which he proposes 
is to transfer the business of the Divisional Courts to the 
Court of Appeal, which would sit in as many divisions as 
might from time to time be necessary, each consisting of a 
president (the Chief Justice or another member of the present 
Court of Appeal) and three, or at least two, common law judges. 
We agree with the wiiter that there are objec:ions to the 
present system, but we cannot but feel serious doubt as to the 
expediency of the changes recommended by him. The business 
of the Court of Appeal, already heavy enough, would be enormously 
increased by the addition of cases in the Crown and Revenue 
papers, appeals from county courts and revisiog barristers, and 
other matters which now come before the Divisional Courts. We 
presume that each case would take its place in one list, and that 
this list would be divided without preference among courts con- 
sisting mainly of puisne judges. We cannot but think that the 
result of this admixture of business would be much waste of time, 
and that it would continually happen that judges who at the 
present day are competent enough for the trial of causes and the 
ordinary work of the Divisional Court would cut an indifferent 
figure in appeals of magnitude and importance. The business 
of the courts has largely increased since the days of the 
Judicature Acts, and the extension of the right of appeal so as 
to bring about an apparent uniformity between the common law 
and equity sides of the court was an innovation which has often 
been regretted. The demands of London and Middlesex for 
increased dispatch in the trial of causes could hardly be satisfied if 
a number of the puisne judges are to be kept employed in a 
court of appeal. A restriction of the right of appeal, and a re- 
arrangement of the business of the circuits, are more promising 
subjects for the legal refcrmer. 


Statutes Commencing on the ist of January. 


A CONSIDERABLE number of the statutes of the last Session 
came into operation on the Ist inst. The Probation of First 
Offendera Act, 1907 (7 Ed. 7, c. 17), extends the power of 
criminal courts to release persons convicted of crime on proba- 
tion, and introduces machinery for subjectivg persons so released 
to the supervision of probation officers. The Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1907 (c. 18), puts an end, none too soon, to the chief 
conveyancing trouble arising in connection with married women 
trustees. The Butter and Margarine Act, 1907 (c. 21), makes 
further provision for the registration and inspection of butter 
and margarine factories, and with reference to the manu- 
facture, importation, and sale of these and similar substances. 
The Limited Partnerships Act, 1907 (c. 24), offers a new 
means of investing capital in business, intermediate in its 
effect between an ordinary partnership and a limited company. 
The Patents and Designs Act, 1907 (c. 29), consolidates, with 
the amendments we have recently discussed (ante, p. 109), the 
law on the subjects indicated by its title. ‘The Vaccination Act, 
1907 (c. 31), relieves magistrates of a troublesome duty, and 
enables the conscientious objector to gain exemption by making 
a statutory declaration. The Factory and Workshop Act, 1907 
(c. 39), extends the provisions of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, to laundries carried on for gain, and makes special pro- 
vision for securing the proper carrying on of laundries in 
connection with charitable institutions. The Lights on 
Vehicles Act, 1907 (c. 45), imposes on vehicles grm:rally the 
obligation of carrying lights at night. The Public Health 


streets, sanitary matters, common lodging-houses, police, fire 
brigades, and other municipal matters, which have been fre- 
quently incorporated in local Acts, and enables the Local 
Government Board or the Home Secretary to extend them to 
particular districts as may be expedient. And the Small Hold- 
ings Act, 1907 (c. 54), represents an important experiment in the 
direction of giving the dwellers in the country a direct interest in 
the cultivation of the land. There remain outstanding the Com- 
panies Act, 1907 (c. 50}, which, save as regards the re-issue of 
Gebentures, does not come into operation till the Ist of July next, 
and the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907 (c. 23), which applies only to 
persons convicted after the 18th of April next. 


Depositions of Deceased Witnesses in Previous 
Action. 

THe precision of Mr. PLrowpen in the case of R. v. Druce— 
as to whether the evidence of witnesses (since deceased) in a 
previous suit should be read—has led to some discussion among 
members of the bar. The circumstances in which this decisioa 
was given were shortly as follows: Mr. Hensert Dauce 
appears before the magistrate to answer a summons, taken out 
by Ggorce Hortamsy Deuce, charging him with having 
committed perjury in an affidavit sworn in the Probate Court in 
1901. In this affidavit the defendant deposed that his father, 
T. C. Druceg, died in December, 1864; that he saw the body 
lying in a coffin, and that he attended the funeral of his father at 
Highgate Cemetery. The affidavit was made in a suit preferred 
by Mrs. Anna Marra Druce to obtain the revocation of probate 
of the will of T. C. Drucz. In this suit the complainant G. H. 
Davuce intervened and became a party to the proceedings. The 
suit was founded upon the averment that T. C. Druce did not 
die on the date mentioned; that there was a mock funeral, 
and that T. C. Deuce was no other than the late Duke 
of Portianp, who lived until 1879. The probate action was 
dismissed, the court pronouncing in fivour of the will and 
finding that T. C. Drauce died in 1864. At the hearing of the 
summons before the police magistrate proof was given of the 
defendant's affidavit, and after the case for the prosecution had 
been closed, the counsel for the defence, in opening his case, said 
that several of the witnesses who gave evidence in the probate 
suit were dead. These included Dr. Biasson, who attended 
the testator in his last illness, and Mr. A. Youna, his executor. 
It was submitted that the depositions of these witnesses 
might be received as part of the defendant's case, inasmuch 
as the issue which was tried in the Probate Court was 
the same as that which was raised before the magistrate, 
and the real prosecutor, G. H. Druceg, had been represented 
in the Probate Court and was a party to the proceedings. 
The prosecution formally objected to the reception of this 
evidence. Mr. Prowpen appears to have allowed the evidence 
of the deceased witnesses to be read, but there is no report of any 
reasons which he gave for his decision. The general rule is that 
where 4 witness has given his testimony under oath in a judicial 
proceeding in which the adverse litigant had the power to cross- 
examine, the testimony so given will, if the witness himself cannot 
be called, be admitted in any subsequent suit between the same 
parties or those claiming under them, providing it relates to the 
same subject or substantially involves the same material questions. 
It is difficult to see how the parties in the probate suit could be 
identified with those in tke criminal prosecution so as to bring 
the case within the above rule. Many persons will, however, 
think it is hard on the defendant to use his own statement in the 
probate suit as evidence against him, and at the same time to 
prevent him from making any use of the evidence of the deceased 
witnesses. 


Payment for License to Assign. 

Tae Covert of Appeal have affirmed (ante, p. 148) the decision 
of CaanneLt, J., in Andrews v. Bridgman (1907, 2 K. B. 494), 
and it is thus settled that a lessor who insists upon and obtains 
payment of a sum of money as a condition of his consent to an 
assignment does nothing illegal, and the money, consequently, 
cannot be recovered by the lessee on the ground that the pay- 
ment was illegal. Section 3 of the Conveyancing Act, 1892, 
which was intended to stop such puyments—the marginal note is, 





Acts Amendment Act, 1907 (c. 53), introduces provisions as to 





“no fine to be exacted for license to assign ’—does no more than 
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import into the lease a proviso to the effect that no fine, or sum of 
money in the nature of a fine, shall be payable for the license. 
But this, so it is held, leaves the lessor at liberty to make any 
bargain outside the lease for payment of a fine, and if the lessee 
accedes and pays the money, then he has consented to forego 
the benefit of the proviso, and he has no cause of action. 
But in Waite v. Jennings (1906, 2 K. B., p. 16) Vaucuaw 
Witurams, L.J., suggested that if the lessee chose to resist 
the lessor's demand he would be equally within his right, 
and might then assign without license. ‘‘It may well be 
that, as between the parties to the lease, the lessee would 
have been entitled to disregard the absence of a license if 
the lessor refused to grant one unless and except upon the 
condition of a covenant for the payment of rent during the 
term.” And this suggestion has been adopted by Cozens- 
Harpy, M.R., in the present case. The effect of a proviso 
restricting the right of the lessor to refuse his consent has been 
settled by the cases where the consent is not to be unreasonably 
withheld. If it is unreasonably withheld, then the requirement 
of a license is gone, and the lessee can assign without license: 
Treloar v. Biggs (L. R. 9 Ex. 151). Similarly, the statutory 
proviso that the lessor shall not require the payment of a fine 
as the condition of assent leaves the lessee at liberty to assign | 
without consent where payment is insisted on. The Master of 


the Rolls observed that, construed in this way, section 3 of the | 


Act. of 1892 cannot be regarded as a nullity, though it may be | 
added that the decisions have gone very far in the direction of 
depriving it of the effect which the Legislature probably 
intended. No doubt the intention would have been better 
carried out had the demanding of a fine been expressly forbidden. 


Notification and Registration of Births. 


With REFERENCE to the Notification of Births Act. 1907, the 
provisions of which are in addition to, and not in substitution for, 
the requirements of the Acts relating to the registration of births, 
we may remark upon the apparent indifference with which this 
subject is treated on the other side of the Atlantic. In a report 
issued from the Washington Bureau it is stated that very 
few Americans are able at this moment to produce documentary 
evidence of their birth, anil pot many more would know how 
to proceed to obtain a record acceptable in the law courts 
of the world concerning the first important event in their 
lives. It is added that every American who has had occasion to 
contract marriage in Europe can speak with feeling of the 
embarrassment resulting from lack of care in the keeping of vital 
records in the United States. An instance is given of a proposed 
marriage which was necessarily postponed until hoth parties could 
return to the United States, because of their inability, without 
great cost and trouble, to obtain the necessary papers. As a 
contrast to these complaints of deficiency in the administration of 


the American laws, we find it suggested in some of the newspapers 


that the stringency of the English law with regard to the registra- 
tion and notification of births is an example of over-legislation. 
The effect of the law requiring any person in attendance upon the 
mother to give notice of the birth of the child to the medical 
officer of health, will, it is suggested, in the case of children born 
out of wedlock, prevent the mother from asking help in her 
distress, and so place her life in jeopardy. It will also in such 
cases compel the physician to reveal the secrets of his patient. It 
scems to us that these forebodings are exaggerated. The registra- 
tion of the birth of a child is far from giving nutice to the whole 
world of the circumstances of its parentage, and it has been found 
by experience that secrecy with regard to its birth is often 
attended with danger to its life. 


Nullity of Marriage on the Ground of 
Mis-statement of Age. 

WE REFEBRED in a previous issue (ante, p. 127) to an action 
then pending in the French courts for nullity of marriage on the 
ground of an untrue statement by the wife as to her age, and 
expressed our opinion that the decision of the French Tribunal 
would be read with interest by English lawyers. The action was 
brought by the husband for nullity on the ground that he had 
been induced to enter into the marriage by au error with regard 
to the person with whom he contracted marriage within the 


meaning of paragraph 180 of the Code Civil, The written 
judgment of the First Tribunal of the Seine has now been 
delivered, from which it appears that the plaintiff went through 
the form of marriage with the defendant at the office of the 
17th Arrondisement of Paris in July, 1904; that on the occasign 
of the marriage a certificate of the wife’s birth was produced, 
from which it appeared that she was born on the 4th of July, 
1858, whereas she was in fact born in 1848; that the claim 
of the husband to a decree of nullity was based upon an 
error in the personality of the lady which had vitiated his 
consent, and he asserted that if he had known her real age, 
and the fact that she had previously led an immoral life, he would 
not have espoused her. The judgment proceeds to state that it 
must be taken that she did not procure the plaintiff to accept her 
by holding herself out as a member of a family other than her 
own, or laid claim to a parentage or ancestry which belonged to 
other persons. The conclusion of the court is, therefore, that the 
inaccuracy in the birth certificate did not affect her identity, and, 
this being established, it became unnecessary to go into the 
question of whether the husband, at the time of the marriage, was 
or was not ignorant of the antecedents of his wife. The judg- 
ment appears to be founded on recognized principles of matri- 


' monial law, and we have little doubt that a similar decision would 


have been given by an English court. 


The Career of an American Law Reporter. 


Tue career of Mr. J. C. Bancrort Davis, the official 
reporter of the Supreme Court of the United States, who has 
just died at an advanced age, is a good illustvation of the 
difference in the position of a law reporter in this country and in 
the United States. Mr. Davis, after some years ef practice at 
the bar, turned his attention to dip!omacy, and held in succession 
the important offices of chargé d’affaires in London and Minister 
for the United States at Berlin. He was subsequently judge of 
the Court of Claims for the United States. The last office which 
he held was that of official reporter for the Supreme Court, and at 
the time of his death he had occupied it for more than twenty 
years. The career of a fair number of English law reporters has 
in past times been a successful one, but it was only when they 
turned their backs upon their honourable vocation that they made 
their way in the world and attained the dignity of the bench. In 
America the process appears to be reversed, and a gentleman 
who achieves a name in history in middle life is content to spend 
the autumn of his days in a position which an Englishman who 
had filled offices of equal rank with those held by Mr. Davis 
would think hardly consonant with his dignity. The reputation 
of Mr. Davis for ability and learning was considerable, but, so 
far as we have had occasion to refer to his reports, we cannot find 
that they are in any respect superior to those of the House of 
Lords or the Court of Appeal. 


‘*Tools and Implements of Trade.” 


A BAILiFr who levies a distress for non-payment of rent is not 
at liberty to seize tools or implements of trade to the value of £5. 
But it is not always easy to define the articles which come under 
the description which we have just given. In a case which 
recently came before one of the metropolitan police magistrates a 
landlord was summoned for illegally distraining a typewriter, the 
property of the tenant. Evidence was given that this typewriter 
had been seized and sold by the defendant’s authority under a 
distress for non-payment of rent, and it appeared that the tenaat 
was a salesman in the employment of the typewriter company. 
It was contended that the typewriter was a tool or instrument of 
trade, for the tenant occasionally made use of it to write letters, 
and it was also part of his duty to shew the machine to persons who 
seemed likely to become buyers in order that he might obtain 
orders from them. ‘The reply to this contention was that it is no 
part of the duty of a salesman, especially in the case of bulky 
merchandize, to keep samples of the articles in which he deals on 
his premises. The magistrate came to the conclusion that the 
evidence was not sufficient to enable him to find that the type- 
writer came within the words of the exemption. He could not 
see that it in any way enabled the tenant to make his livelihood. 
If a customer washed to see a typewriter he could go to the firm 





who supplied it and look at any machine they had on viey. In 
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giving his decision against the tenant, he expressed his regret that 
there were so few decisions as to the interpretation of the clauses 
describing the articles exempted from distress. The absence of 
such decisions inclines us to believe that landlords, as a rule, have 
taken a liberal view of the tenants’ privilege. 








Interference with Contracts. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in National Phonograph Co. 
v. Edison-Bell Consolidated Phonograph Co. (Times, 19th ult.) 
constitutes a very important application of the doctrine as to 
actions founded on interference with contracts which has been 
developed in the last few years. _Most of the cases in which it 
has been discussed have been trade union cases, and as to these 
the policy of the courts has been reversed and the subject set at 
rest by the Trade Disputes Act, 1906. This provides by section 3 
that an act done by a person in contemplation or furtherance of 
a trade dispute shall not be actionable on the ground only that it 
induces some other person to break a contract of employment, or 
that it is an interference with the trade, business, cr employment 
of some other person. For gencral purposes, however, the law as 
to the liability of a third party for inducing a breach of contract 
remains untouched, and with the growth of modern restrictions 
on business it is probable that the courts will have abundant 
opportunity of applying it, unless the Legislature steps in and 
grants to traders the same freedom that it has recently granted to 
workmen. 


In the present case the plaintiff and defendant companies were 
rival dealers in phonographs and in phonographic records. The 
plaintiff company desired to keep a control over the persons to 
whom their machines were supplied for purposes of resale. These 
persons were either wholesale or retail tradesmen. The wholesale 
tradesmen were styled factors, and before supplying them with 
machines the plaintiff company required them to sign an agree- 
ment known as the factors’ agreement, which precluded them from 
selling machines or records to any dealer who had not signed the 
retail dealers’ agreement or who was on the plaintiff company’s 
suspended list. The retail dealers’ agreement bound the signatories 
not to dispose of the phonographs or the records at less than the 
current list prices, nor to any dealers who were on the suspended 
list. The plaintiff company wished to exclude the defendant 
company from dealing in these machines, apparently because the 
defendant company were manufacturers of records which they 
sold at a cheaper rate than that charged by the plaintiff 
osompany. As long as the plaintiff company kept control over 
the sale of their machines they anticipated that the purchasers 
would come to them for the records, notwithstanding the higher 
price. For this or some other reason, the plaintiff company 
placed the defendant company on their suspended list, so that 
persons who had entered into factors’ or retail dealers’ agreements 
with the plaintiff company would, under the terms of their agree- 
ments, be debarred from supplying machines to the defendant 
company. The defendant company, however, endeavoured to 
frustrate this scheme by obtaining the machines by means of 
agents, both from factors and from retail dealers. A firm of factors 
were induced to supply machines to two agents of the defendant 
company, who concealed their real position and obtained the 
machines on the footing of their being independent retail dealers. 
Tm that capacity they signed the retail dealers’ agreement, The 
defendant company also induced a retail dealer to procure machines 
for them, but in this case no deceit was praetised, and the judg- 
ment of Joyce, J., holding that the plaintiff company had no 
cause of action, was approved. The importance of the decision of 
the Court of Appeal lies in the effect ascribed to the breach of 
the factors’ agreement, and as to this the judgment of Joyce, J., 
‘vas reversed. 

The circumstances under which one person can be held liable 
for inducing another to act were stated by Lord Warsow in 
Allen y. Flood (1898, A. C. 1) as follows: “There are, in my 
opinicn, two grounds only upon which a person who procures 
the act of another can be made legally responsible for its con- 
tequences. In the first place, he will incur liability if he 


knowingly and for his own ends induces that other person to 
commit an actionable wrong. In the second place, when the act 


induced is within the right of the immediate actor, and is therefore 
not wrongful in so far us he is concerned, it may yet be to the detri- 
ment of a third party; and in that case, according to the law laid 
down by the majority in Lumley v. Gye (2 E. & B. 216), the inducer 
may be held liable if he can be shewn to have procured bis object 
by the use of illegal means directed against that third party.” In 
most cases of procurement of breach of contract the immediate 
actor knows that he is committing a breach and is himself 
liable, and the case falls within the first of Lord Wartson’s 
propositions. The defendant has for his own purposes induced 
another to commit an actionable wrong. Bat in the present case 
this was not so. ‘The factors acted innocently, and it was 
assumed that no action would lie against them at the suit of the 
plaintiff company. Had it, then, been essential that the defendant 
company should have procured the commission of an action- 
able wrong, their deceit would have saved them. But such a 
case is covered by Lord Warson’s second proposition. The 
defendant company had done what was detrimental to the 
plaintiff company and had effected their object by the use of 
Ulegal means. 

The same result was shewn by Bucktey, L.J., with whose 
judgment Lord Atverstong, C.J., agreed, to follow from the 
statements of Lord MacnaGuTen in Quinn v. Leathem (1901, 
A. C., p. 510) and of Bowen, L.J., in Mogul Steamship Co. v. 
M’ Gregor (23 Q. B. D., p. 614). ‘A violation of legal right 
committed knowingly,” said Lord MacnaGHrTeEN “is a cause of 
action, and it is a violation of legal right to interfere with con- 
tractual relations recognized by law if there be no sufficient 
justification for the interference.” And this statement was 
eleborated in South Wales Miners’ Federation y. Glamorgan Coal 
Co. (1905, A. C., p. 245), where the same authority observed 
that it was not necessary to establish malice or ill-will, nor was 
it any answer for the defendants to say that their action was 
really in the interests of the plaintiffs. ‘It is settled now that 
malice in the sense of spite or ill-will is not the gist of such an 
action as that which the plaintiffs have instituted. Still less it 
is a defence to say that if the masters had only known their 
own interest they would have welcomed the interference of the 
federation.” If there is in fact interference with contract from 
which damage follows, then the cause of action arises, unless the 
defendants can shew that the interference was under the circum- 
stances justifiable, a burden which they, as appellants, did not dis- 
charge in South Wales Miners’ Federation y. Glamorgan Coal Co, 

And the limits within which a man may act were defined by 
Bowen, L.J., in the passage referred to above: “No man, 
whether trader or not, can justify damaging another in his com- 
mercial business by fraud or misrepresentation. Intimidation, 
obstruction, and molestation are forbidden; so is the intentional 
procurement of the violation of individual rights, contractual or 
other, assuming always that there is no just cause for it.” In the 
present case there was not only the interference with the con- 
tractual relation between the plaintiff company and the factors, 
but the circumstance that the breach of contract had been pro- 
cured by fraud, and it was immaterial that the breach was not 
such as to give a remedy against the factors. Indeed, the fact 
that the defendant company had so conducted their operations as 
to procure the breach of contract and at the same time to deprive 
the plaintiff company of any remedy against the factors made it an 
a fortiori case for giving a remedy against the defendant com- 
pany. It was an actionable wrong, observed Buck.ey, L J., that 
the defendants, by deceit, induced the. factors to act contrary to 
the duty which they contractually owed to the plaintiff, and he 
held, therefore, that the action would lie. 

This, of course, assumes, as Kennepy, L.J., pointed out, that 
actual damage had resulted to the plaintiff company. “It is 
indisputable, I think,” said the learned judge, ‘ that damage is 
the gist of actions such as the present; that in order to succeed 
and make a good case for eithrr damages or an injunction, 
damage must be proved; not, indeed, damage in detail or special 
damage in the narrow sense of that epithe’, but actual damage; 
damage, that is to say, which has been, or, where an injunction 
is sought against tne continuance or the repetition of the act 
complained of, which will be, the natural consequence of the act 
complained of.” Joyce, J., had held that no such damage had 





been suffered, but on this point Kennagpy, L.J., though with 
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hesitation, and the rest of the Court of Appeal, differed from him, 
and, so far as regards the breach of the factors’ agreement, the 
action succeeded. The means to which the defendants had 
resortel to gain their end make it impossible to criticize the 
result under the particular circumstances of the case, but upon 
general grounds the question suggests itself whether the courts 
are not becoming too ready to sanction the fetters which con- 
tracts aimed at exclusive dealing impose on trade. 








Reviews. 


County Court Practice. 


Tae ANNUAL County Courts Practicr, 1908. Edited by Witt1am 
Ceci Smyty, K.C., LL.B. (Cantab.), Judge of County Courts, 
and WILLIAM JAMES Brooxs, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. 
Vou. I.: CONTAINING THE JURISDIOTION AND PRACTICE UNDER 
THE County Courts Acts, THE BiLits oF EXCHANGE AoT, THE 
EmpLoyYErs’ LIABiniry AcT, AND THE WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
AcTSs, AND THE STATUTES, RULES OF PRAcTIOR, FoRMS, AND TABLES 
oF Fres AND Costs. Vou. II. : CoNTAINING THE JURISDICTION 
AND PRACTICE OTHER THAN UNDER THEs# ACTS, TOGETHER WITH 
THE STATUTES, RULES OF PRACTICE, FoRMs, AND FEexEs. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The changes in county court practice which have occurred during 
the past year have been few and comparatively unimportant, but the 
editors have been faced with a problem of some difficulty in dealing 
with the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The repealed Acts of 
1897 and 1900 may still, from time to time, require to be referred to, 
and hence it was a question whether the text of these should be 
retained. This, however, as the editors point out, would have created 
confusion, and would have materially increased the bulk of the work, 
In effect the change from these Acts to the Act of 1906 has now been 
made, and the editors have exercised a sound discretion in eliminating 
the repealed statutes, and concentrating attention on the Act at 
present in force. Practitioners can still refer to the edition of 1907 
for the previous law, but the decisions under the repealed Acts are 
given in this edition only so far as they are useful for interpreting 
the new statute. The result is that in the section of the work dealing 
with this subject (Vol. I., pp. 589-658) the editors have been free to 
gre a clear and useful exposition of the scheme and operation of the 

orkmen’s Compensation Act, 1907, and this will be welcomed by 
practitioners. As in previous editions, the body of the work contains 
a detailed statement of the jurisdiction and practice of the county 
court, the text of the statutes, with the rules and forms, being placed 
in the appendices. 





Books of the Week. 


The Law of Torts: A Treatise on the Principles of Obligations 
Arising from Civil Wrongs in the Common Law; to which is Added 
the Draft of a Code of Civil Wrongs Prepared for the Government of 
India. By Sir FREDERICK PoLxooK, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. 
Kighth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Where to Look for Your Law, as Set Out in the Latest Legal 
Text-books, with Dates of Latest Authorities, Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Land Transfer. 
| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Will you allow me through your columns to call the attention 
of the profession to the following statements made by the Rt. Hon. 
H. O. Arnold-Forster in his article upon Socialism appearing in the 
Standard of the 24th inst. :— 

‘‘We find that the sale and transfer of land is a process so 
complicated and costly that the purchase of an acre is a perilous 
adventure from which no man can be sure of emerging with 
eafety and profit except the lawyers” ; and 

‘Land transfer should be made simple and cheap. There is 
only one reason why it should not be both; that reason is to be 
found in the existence of the lawyers, who live, and intend to 
live as long as the nation permits them, upon the profits to be 
made out of our wretched antiquated system of veghaaalion and 
conveyance,” 

The allegation contained in these statements amounts to tbis, that 
landowners throughout the country for over thirty years past, and all 
the county councils outside London for the past seven years, have been 





revented from taking advantage of the benefits of land registration 
by the self-interested misrepresentations of lawyers. The allegation 
implies the most serious charge which it is possible to make against 
an honourable profession, imputing, as it does, not only lack of 
patriotism, but one of the worst forms of parasitism. I venture to 
think that such a charge made in the public press by an ex-Cabinet 
Minister calls for immediate refutation. Every member of the pro- 
fession would support the claim that lawyers are no whit behind any 
other class of the community in their sense of patriotic duty to the 
State. 

It might, with as little justice or sense, be said that the only reason 
why legislation is not simple and administration cheap is to be found 
in the existence of a party of politicians who live, and intend to live 
as long as the nation permits them, upon the emoluments to be made 
out of our antiquated system of dealing with the national affairs. 

The whole force of the argument in the right hon. gentleman’s 
article has been against State interference and bureaucracy. He has 
dwelt upon the admitted a the Buglish people pag od on Busey 

eable to the temperament of the ish people. C) i 
to illustrate this fact, he could not have found a better opportunity 
than in the bistory of land registration in this country. 

As is well known, the system bas been forced upon London at 
great cost and inconvenience to property owners, who have found no 
advantage from it which adequately compensates for its serious aud 
well-koown drawbacks, Outside London, however, no county 
council has yet consented to make the system compulsory. To use 
Mr. Arnold-Forster’s own language in reference to socialistic schemes, 
the people of England do not want it. I submit that in attributing 
the failure of the system to members of our profession the right hon. 
gentleman shews gross prejudice and Jack of insight. 

59, Gracechurchi-street, Dec. 31. WALTER CooK. 


[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”’—Eb. 8. J.] 





Notices Relating to Mortgages. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—A mortgagor who, in the present state of the money market, 
wanted time to arrange a new mortgage on his property, gave a 
mortgagee the usual six months’ notice of his intention to pay off the 
principal moneys and interest. 

Almost immediately a counter-notice was given by the mortgagee 
to the mortgagor requiring payment, with a view to exercise the power - 
of sale in case of default within three months. 

Can the mortgagee under these circumstances, in case of default, 


proceed to sell the remit oo at the end of the three months, 
or would the mortgagor, being first in the field with his notice, be 
entitled to apply to the court to prevent such a sale taking place ? 

Perhaps some of your correspondents will be able to elucidate this 
point, which, though of a simple character, is not referred to in any of 
the well-known text-books. ARTHUR C. SmirH. 

3, Commerce-chambers, Harrington-street, Liverpool, Dec. 23. 

[The mortgagee’s statu’ right to sell under section 20 of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, at the end of the three months, is absolute, 
and there seems to be no reason for saying that it is taken away 
by the fact of the mortgagor having given a previous six months’ 
notice.—Ep. S.J.] 








The usual issues of legal diaries for the new year have reached 
us. The Lawyer's Companion and Diary for 1908, —— 
annual issue, edited by Mr. E. Layman (Stevens & Sons, Limited), 
has the ordinary features of this excellent publication, and also 
a new feature in the list of the provincial bar. It is wonderful 
to see how the “locals” have increased in number. The sixty- 
fourth issue of the Solicitors’ Diary, Almanac, and Legal Directory 
for 1908 (Waterlow & Sons, Limited) contains the ordinary very 
complete information as to stamps and also as to oaths, solicitors’ 
charges, and death duties; the last mentioned section being 
revised by Mr. J. G. Hickson. The list of London and country 
solicitors, with the oopitnee held by them, is stated to have been 
compared with the roll, and by means of a note at the com- 
mencement of the book the alterations in appointments, &c,, are 
brought up to the 23rd of October last. A list of Irish, Scottish, and 
Colonial, and foreign lawyersisincluded. Waterlow Brothers & Layton’s 
Legal Diary and Almanac for 1908 is a thick volume, in very clear 
type, crammed full of information likely to be useful to solicitors, and 
ie containing, besides the lists of counsel and English solicitors, 
lists of Irish, Scottish, and Colonial, and foreign solicitors. Sweet & 
Maxwell's Diary for Lawyers for 1908 (Sixteenth Edition), edited by 
Mr. F. A. Stringer and Mr. J. Johnston, both of the Central Office, 
remains a handy volume, with excellent arran ts for diary, con- 
teining o directory to the officials of the Royal Courts of Justice, and 
valuable time tables for the Supreme Court, tey, and the 





County Courts, in addition to much other information. 
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New Orders, &c. 


The Limited Partnerships Rules, 1907. 
(Made pursuant to Section 17 of the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907.) 


1. ‘The Act’”’ means the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907. 
2. Whenever any act is by the Act directed to be done to or by the 

Registrar such act shall be done in England to or by the Registrar 
of Joint Stock Companics or in his absence to or by such person as 
the Board of Trade may for the time being authorize; in Scotland to 
or by the existing Registrar of Joint Stock Companies in Scotland ; 
and in Ireland to or by the existing Assistant-Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies for Ireland or by such person as the Board of 
Trade may for the time being authorize in Scotland or Ireland in 
the absence of the Registrar ; but in the event of the Board of Trade 
altering the constitution of the existing Joint Stock Companies 
wm go Office such act shall be done to or by such officer or officers 
and at such place or places with reference to the local situation of the 
principal place of business of the limited partnership to be registered 
as the Board of Trade may appoint. 

‘ - The fees to be paid to the Registrar under the Act shall be as 

‘ollow :— 

(a) On the original registration of a limited partnership the sum of 
two pounds, 

(6) On the registration of a statement of any change witbin the 
meaning of section 9 (1) of the Act occurring during the continuance 
of a limited partnership the sum of five shillings. 

_ (c) By any person inspecting the statements filed by the Registrar 
in the Register Office the sum of one shilling for each inspection. 

_ (d) By any person requiring a certificate of the registration of any 
limited partnerehip or a certified copy of or extract from any regis- 
tered statement the sum of two sbillings for each certificate and for 
such certified copy or extract the sum of sixpence for each folio of 
seventy-two words or in Scotland for each shect of two hundred 
words. 

_4. The forms in the Appendix hereto with such variations as the 
circumstances of each case may require shall be the forms to be used 
for the purposes of the Act. 

D, LLoyp- GEORGE. 

Board of Trade, December 17, 1907. 

Approved so far as relating to Fees, 
JosEPH A. PEASE. 
J. H. WHITLEY. 


(There is a long Appendix of Forms to be used for the purposes of 
the Act. ] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


KETTILEWELL v. REFUGE ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.). 20th Dec. 


Insvrancs (Lirz)—Rerresentation ny AGENT—INDUCING ASSURED BY 
MIsREPRESENTATIONS TO ConTINVE Poticy—Recovery By ASSURED OF 
Premiums Par. 


The plaintiff’ took outa policy of insurance with the defendants, through an 
agent, upon the life of her brether. Afier paying cne year’s premium she told the 
agent she would not go on paying the premiums. The agent induced her to do so, 
however, telling her that after she had paid five year’s premiums in all she would 
be entitled to hold the policy free of future premiums. Relying on this unauthorized 
misrepresentation by the agent she paid the premiums as they became due for four 
more years. She then declined to pay any more premiums, and the company 
ae . keep ca ayia alive a the payment of premiums, the plain- 

iff s lo recover the premiums pai er during the last four year y 
PA te aha Pp paid by 9 four years as money 
Held, that the plaintiff could recover these premiums. 


Appeal by the defendants from a decision of the Divisional Court 
(Phiutimore and Bray, JJ.) (reported 1907 2 K. B. 242). The plaintiff 
Sara Jane Ketilewell, had taken out a policy of life insurance upon the 
life of her brother. After paying the premiums for one year she told the 
local agent of the company that she was not disposed to continue paying 
on the policy. He, however, persuaded her to keep up the premiums on 
the assurance that when she had paid five year’s premiums in all she 
would be entitled to the policy free of any future premiums, or she could 
then claim, if the assured had not died in the meanwhile, a return of all 
the premiums paid. On the faith of this representation, which was not 
authorized by or made known to the defendants, she went on paying 
regularly the premiums as they became due to the company’s agent, 
who came to collect them. At the expiration of the five years from 
the date of the granting of the policy, the brother being still alive, when 
the defendants’ collector (not the agent who had made the statement to 
the plaintiff) called and asked for the premium, she refused to pay upon 
the ground that the policy was now a free policy. The defendants 
refused to keep the policy alive except upon the payment of premiums, 








Court to recover the premiums paid by her during the previous four 
as money had and received to her use. It was contended by the 
defendants that there was no case to go to the jury as the 
had clearly exceeded his authority, and reliance was placed on the 
conditions in the policy itself, one of which was that premiums were 
payable ‘‘during the life of the person whose life was assured,’’ and 
another was that ‘‘all alterations must be made and signed at the chief 
office, and none but the company’s printed or stamped furms of special or 
other endorsements will be admitted as valid.’”” ‘The county court judge 
declined to withdraw the case from the jury on the ground that the 
defendants had benefited by the alleged fraud of their agent, and by 
retaining the money paid for the premiums had ratified the act of their 
agent, even if he acted without the scope of his authority. The jury 
returned a verdict for the plaintiff for £10 8s., being four year’s premiums, 
and judgment was given for that amount. The company’s appeal was 
dismissed by the Divisional Court, and leave to appeal refused. They 
then applied for leave to appeal to the Court of pn pe the ground that 
the question of an insurance company’s liability for unauthorised state. 
ments by an agent was one of such importance to insurance companies 
that they desired to take it to the highest tribunal. Leave having been 
nted, the appeal now came on for argument. ‘Two points were argued: 
1) That the plaintiff could not recover because under the contract of 
insurance she had had consideration for her payments; and (2) because 
the misrepresentations of the agent, if made, were made without authority 
and outside the scope of his authority, and could not therefore bind or 
affect the company. 

Lord Atverstonr. C.J., in giving judgment, said that the British Work- 
man’s and General Assurance Co. v. Cunliffe (18 Times L. R. 502) shewed that 
where there had been a misrepresentation, even an innocent misrepresenta- 
tion, by an insurance company’s agent, and money had been paid to the 
company in consequence thereof, that money could be recovered back, 
He thought that case applied to the case of a policy and covered the 
present case. There no doubt the contract was void, while here it was 
voidable only, but the principle was the same. That case was not affected 
on this point by Harse v. Pearl Life Assurance Co. (1904, 1 K. B. 558). 
Again, such cases as Mackay v. Commercial Bank of New Brunswick (L. R. 5, 
P. C. 394) shewed that a company was liable for the misrepresentations 
made by an agent for the company’s benefit; and here the company had 
benefited, for as a direct consequence of the mierepresentation they 
continued to receive money. 

Sir Gorrert Barnes, P., . Each premium as paid was a renewal 
of the contract on the part of the plaintiff. ‘The plaintiff made payments 
after 1902 as the result of the agent’s misrepresentations which the 
evidence shewed to have been misrepresentations of tact. It was objected 
that she could not recover the premiums because during the continuance 
of the contract the defendants had been under liability. In his lordship's 
opinion that was no defence to the action, for in all cases where a contract 
was voidable there was a liability until the party entitled to avoid exercised 
his option. The money was, in his opinion, also recoverable as damages. 
Buck.ey, L.J., agreed that the appeal failed. The contract was voidable 
at the option of the plaintiff, but during its continuance the defendants 
would have had no defence to an action on it; therefore, he did not agree 
that the plaintiff had received nothing under the contract, and that there 
had been a total failure of consideration. On that ground, therefore, he 
did not think the plaintiff could recover. But he thought the plaiutiff 
could recover because a principal could not retain money obtained through 
the fraud of his agent. Swift v. Jewsbury (L. R. 9, Q. B. 301.) Though the 
plaintiff could not avoid the contract, she could recover money paid to 
the defendants, which they had received through the fraud of their 
agent. Appeal dismissed.—Counsst, Manisty, K.C., and Neild; Giveen. 
Soxtcrtors, Hopwood § Sons, for C. M. Beaumont, Manchester; Clarkson $ 
Greenwell, for John Barker, Great Grimsby. 

[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HORTON v. COLWYN BAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL, 
13th and 18th Dec. 


Sewers — Compensation —Sewer Law Taroven Cramant’s Lanp — 
Ixsury To Cramant’s Lanp sy Pumpine Srarion ConNECTED WITH 
Sewer, sur Errcrep on Lanp Nor Taken From THe CLAIMANT— 
‘Furi’? Comprnsation—Pvusiic Heatta Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. ¢ 
55), ss. 16, 27, 308. 

Woaere a sewer is lard through the property of a landowner urder the powers of 
the Pub.ie Health Act, 1875, and works connected with the sewer are constructed 
on adjacent lands acquired by the local authority from persons other than the land- 
ownr, he is not entstled to compensation in respret of depreciation in the value of 
his land arising from the works constructed on the adjacent land, and it makes no 
difference that such works were connected uith the sewers laid through the 
claimant's land so as to form one system of sewerage. 


Appeal by the claimant from a decision of Bigham, J., on an award of 
an umpire in an arbitration under the Public Health Act, 1875, stated in 
the form of a special case. The question was whether the claimant was 
entitled to damages for injury caused to his land by the erection by the 
respondents of buildings on land outside that part of his land taken by 
them under their compulsory powers. The sewers were conuected with & 
pumping station, a reservoir, and an outfail sewer which the defendant 
local authority were about to construct on neighbouring land not 
belonging to the claimant, and these all formed one system of sewerage. 
The claimant claimed compensation for damage to his land caused by the 
construction of the above works on the neighbouring land, The umpire 
awarded the claimant damages in respect of his lands in and through 





and the plaintiff thereupon brought this action in the Louth County 


which the s:wers had been laid to the extent of £871 10s. (the respondents 
raised no objection to their legal liability to make compensation for 
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damage under this head], and in paragraph 10 of his award found that 
the claimant had suffered no dam by reason of the construction of 
such portion of the said intercepting and outfall sewers as were not on his 
Jands except to the extent of £758 12s. 6d. by reason of the construction 
of the pumping station and covered reservoir ref+rred to in paragraph 9 
of the case. The question for decision was whether the amas was 
entitled to recover this sum of £758 12s. 6d. Bigham, J., held that the 
claimant was not entitled to have included in the compensation payable to 
him in respect of the sewer anything in respect of depreciation in the 
value of his Jand occasioned by the existencs or working of works con- 
structed on adjacent land, and gave judgment for the defendants. ‘The 
claimant appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., who read the judgment of the court, said that 
Buckley and Kennedy, L.JJ., agreed with him that the judgment of 
bigham,*J., was right. The works to which the present appeal alone had 
reference were not constructed on land belonging to the claimant, and it 
made no difference that they were connected with the sewers which had 
been laid through his land, and in respect of which he had already received 
compensation, so as to form one system of drainage. The appeal would 
therefore be dismissed with costs.—CovunseL, Sir R. B. Finlay, K.C., and 
M.rshall, K.C. ; Maemorran, K.C., and Hutchwnson. Sorscrrors, Cunhffes § 
Davenport, for Chamberlain § Johnson, Llandudno ; Sharpe, Parker, § Co., for 
Porter, Amphlett, § Jones, Colwyn Bay. 

[Reported by Ersxtxe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re ELIZABETH BROCKET, DECEASED. DAWES v. MILLER. 
Joyce, J. 18th Oct. ; 20th Nov. 


Wi.t—Construction—GeNERAL Worps Cut Down ny Susszquent Worps 
or Enumeration—Errect or Worp ‘‘ Namety ’—Exruinsic Evipence. 


By her will the testatrix devised the real estate to which under the codseil to the 
will of her father she became entitled, ‘‘ namely,’’ the residence, O. House, in the 
parish of O., in the county of Essex, and lands and hereditaments in the parishes 
of O, S. M, and H, in the same county, to her sister. The real estate to which 
the testatrix became entitled under the said ecdicil also included 1, Hare-court, 
Temple. Upon the question whether 1, Hare-court was included in the specific 
devise or in the residuary estate, 

Held, that the specific enumeration was intended to be the leading description, 
and that 1, Hare-court was not included in the specifie devise, and fell into the 
residuary estate, 

Judgment of Lord Westbury, C., in West v. Lawday (11 H. ZL. C. 375) 
explained. 

By her will dated the 14th of August, 1888, the testatrix Elizabeth 
Brocket devised the real estate to which she, under the codicils to the 
will of her late father Stanes Brocket Brocket became entitled, upon 
the death of Sarah Chamberlayne, deceased, ‘‘namely, the residence 
known as Orford House, in the parish of Oakley, in the county of 
Essex, and lards and hereditaments in the parishes of Oakley, Stan- 
stead Mountfichett, and Henham’’ to her sister for life, with re- 
mainders over, and there was a residuary devise in favour of the same 
sister with remainders over. The testatrix died in 1895. In Decem- 
ber, 1906, her sister, the tenant for life, died, and it was discovered that 
besides the property in Essex specifically described, there was another 
property, No. 1, Hare-court, to which the testatrix became entitled 
under the codicil of her father, as in the testatrix’s will mentioned. 
The question arose whether No. 1, Hare-court passed under the 
specific devise or whether it was left to pass with the residuary estate. 

djourned summons. 

Joyce, J. after stating the facts: The question is whether the pro- 
perty, 1, Hare-court, passed under the specific devise with the 
Essex property, or whether it was left to pass under the residuary 
devise. In Z’ravers v. Blundell (6 Ch. D. 436) the testator by his 
will appointed all that part and parts of the property devised by a 
recited will of his late father as was, and therein described as, that 
part of the Rigby’s estate purchased by his said father, consisting of 
four named meadows, but what was described in the father’s will was 
all that part of the Rigby’s estate purchased by him, consisting of six 
named meadows. ‘There being only four specified in the principal will, 
Sir George Jessel said, among other things: ‘‘The question is, which is 


the leading description. The gift is of that part purchased by the 
father, and the ‘consisting of’ is not an accurate description of what 
it consists Indeed, the same remark would have been made if it had 


been a recital. It appears to me the leading description is ‘that part 
of Rigby’s estate purchased ‘by my late father.’ It is a question on 
which very little can be said, for, as I have said before, it is rather 
the impressior of the judge on reading the words, knowing the facts 
than anything else, the principle of law being to construe the words, 
having regard as far as you can to the whole of the facts.” And it was 
held that all six fields, not merely the four, passed by the pean, 
and the decision was confirmed by the Court of Appeal. should say 
that in the case I have just mentioned there probably was a blunder 
in the original drafting of the will, or, rather, in the copying from 
the will of the father, But when carefully considered I think there can 
hardly be a serious doubt as to what the testator, that is, the a intor, 
really intended. In a previous case-of Hardwick v. Hardwick (16 Eq. 
168) there was a devise of all the testatrix’s share and interest in the 
messuages and lands ‘‘called or k73wn by the name of Dyffrydd and 
Little Dyffrydd, situate in the parish of Kinnerley, now in the occupa- 





tion of John Edwards.” It appeared that the lands known as Dyffrydd 
. included two small closes in the parish of Landisilio, but only accessible | 


from the rest of the lands which were in the parish of Kinnerley, also 
one close formerly in the same occupation as the other land, but at 
the date ot the will and the death of the testatrix ‘‘occupied by’’ 
somebody else. Now this was a case in which there had been a com- 
plete description of the thing intended to be given by name and a sub- 
sapent misdescription as to some particular connected with it. Lerd 
Selborne, at p. 175, says: ‘“‘These are cases of great nicety, and I 
should not at all dispute the principle laid down in Webber v. Stanley 
(16 C. B. N. S. 698), nor the maxim which Mr. Cookson has cited. - It 
is perfectly certain that if all the terms of description fit some particu- 
lar property you cannot enlarge them by extrinsic evidence so as to 
include anything which any part of those terms does not accurately fit, 
On the other hand, I apprehend that if the words of description do 
not fit with accuracy, and if there must be some modification of some 
part of them in order to place a sensible construction on the will, then 
the whole thing must be looked at fairly to see what are the leading 
words of description and what is the subordinate matter, and for this 
purpose evidence of extrinsic facts may be regarded.’’ Now, the maxim 
to which Lord Selborne referred was explained by Baron Alderson 
in Morrell vy. Fisher (4 Exch. 6591, at p. 603) in this way: 
“The rule means that if it stands doubtful upon the words 
whether they import a false reference or demonstration, or 
whether they be words of restraint that limit the generality of 
the former words, the law will never intend error or falsehood. If, 
therefore, there is some land wherein all the demonstrations are true 
and some wherein part are true and part false, they shall be intended 
words of true limitation, to only those lands wherein the circum- 
stances are true.’’ The words are really the words of Lord Bacon in 
discussing his thirteenth maxim, at least that is how I understand it. 
Now the present is not a case of a pg description of the thing 
intended to be given by name, with a subsequent misdescription as to 
some particular connected with it. In the present case we have two 
perfectly distinct descriptions of the subject matter of the gift, each 
complete in itself, and which are connected by the adverb ‘“‘namely,’’ 
which means ‘‘by name”’ or ‘“‘that is to say,’’ and there is no r 
connection between the two descriptions. The first description is 
general and collective, and in this sense uncertain, that inquiry and 
investigation, with, I suppose, some ility of error, are necessary to 
ascertain the particulars of the real estate referred to. The second 
description is more definite and specific. It is by name and locality, 
and absolutely certain and complete on the face of it, as to the mean- 
ing of which no possible quastion, as far as I am aware, can arise, if, 
as I think we must, we understand that by the lands and heredita- 
ments in the parishes of Oakley, Stanstead Mountfichett, and Henham 
it is only the testatrix’s land in that county that is referred to. Then 
the obvious question at once occurs to one’s mind why, as here, is a 
second description added, if it be not to make certain what was more 
or less obscure before, and to prevent any error or misunderstanding? 
What, however, are the extrinsic facts in this case? The will was no 
doubt prepared by a lawyer. It is not suggested that there was any- 
thing in the natural fitness of things to make one expect that the 
property in Hare-court should be comprised in either one of these two 
devises in preference to the other, or why Hare-court and the Essex 
property, which, of course, are far apart, should go together. Again, 
in the present case, unlike many others, there is no reason to suppdse 
any blunder in the drafting or copying of any part of the draft or 
engrossment of the will. It seems probable that the draftsman under- 
stood, and that the testatrix thought and believed, if she so thought 
anything about this particular property of Hare-court at all, that the 
second description by name and focality did comprise and include all 
the real estate she derived under the codicil she mentions, and if they 
thought about Hare-court at all, ig! thought, i ona, that it was 
not part of the real estate devised by the codicil I have mentioned. 
If that be so, there could hardly have been any actual intention to 
devise No, 1, Hare-court by the first or general description. As a 
matter of fact there is no evidence to shew that the testatrix kne 

whether No 1, Hare-court was comprised or not in the genera] descrip- 
tion, or even knew of the Hare-court a at all. The affidavit, 
which states that in or about the year 1900 it was discovered for the 
first time that No. 1, Hare-court formed part of the property which 
belonged to General Chamberlayne, rather suggests that on 
attent‘on was directed to this matter before the date referred to. 
What the testatrix would have done if she had thought about Hare- 
court at all, and had clearly understood that it formed part of the 
real estate which she derived under the particular codicil, we have no 
means of determining, except by reference to the will. We have 
nothing but the will to guide us in the matter. If what the testatrix 
intended to devise was only the property specified by name and 
locality, then the first general description is inaccurate. If what was 
thereby meant was all the real estate which she derived under the 
codicil whatever it might be, and if what she meant to devise were 
all the real estate devised under that codicil, whatever it might be, 
then, as it turns out, the ) rs by name and locality is incom- 
plete in omitting Hare-court. Counsel for the persons interested under 
this specific devise, in addition to T’ravers vy. Blundell, which was, I 
think, very different from the present case, cited Webber v. Stanley (16 
C. BN. 8. 698) and White v. Birch (56 L. J. Ch, 174). 
Stanley is not, I think, so closely analogous to the present case as to 
be of much assistance; it does not, I think, help the contention of the 
persons claiming under this specific devise; there the words “in the 
county of Hants,’’ in my opinion, clearly governed, and, if it is neces- 
sary to say so, qualified the whole gift, so that nothing outside that 
county could pass by the devise, and it was so held. In White v, Birch 
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hereditaments situate at or near Red Hall, in the parish of Halesowen, 
and now in his occupation. The testator had just given up occupying all 
but three acres out of two hundred, which was the extent of ‘his land at 
Red Halil, and at the date of the will there were no buildings at all 
upon the three acres. ‘he Vice-Chancellor held there was no doubt 
as to the testator’s intention, and that the misdescription as to the 
property being in his own occupation did not vitiate the gift. This, 
again, was a case like Hardwick v. Hardwick (L. R. 16 Eq., 168), 
where, it being pretty plain what was intended to be given, there was 
a subsequent misdescription in reference to some particular occupation 
or the like. But is was principally upon a passage from the judgment 
of Lord Westbury in West v. Lawday 11 H. L. C. 375) that counsel 
for the persons claiming under this specific devise relied. In that case 
the will directed, ‘‘being possessed of a lease for lives renewable for 
ever of certain lands in the county of Kerry, which said lands are 
denominated B, C, and F, all situate in the parish of Adahoe, in the 
county of Kerry, I do therefore require that the aforesaid land should 
after my decease be sold,’’ and so on. It appeared that the lease also 
included lands called ‘‘Groyne,’’ and it was held that the lands called 
“‘Groyne’’ did not pass by the devise, and that the words which were 
alleged to be an imperfect enumeration, did in fact limit the gift. 
The first paragraph of the marginal note is ‘‘Where some subject 
matter is devised as a whole and then words of description are added 
which do not completely exhaust all the particulars included in the 
general devise, but seem to limit and restrict it, the entirety expressly 
and definitely _ shall not be prejudiced by the imperfect enumera- 
tion of particulars’’; and then it goes on, “‘nor shall a clear enumeration 
of particulars be overruled by an apparently general devise.’’ But I am 
bound to say that I cannot find in the judgment of the learned lords 
in this case any statement to that effect. owever, it is in the mar- 
ginal note, and it is no doubt true. The last two lines of that para- 
aph cannot be found in that report. In giving judgment at p. 383 
ord Westbury says : ‘‘ That being the state of the case, and that bein 
the plain and obvious meaning of the words, it is by the ingenuity o 
counsel that we have been involved in this kind of difficulty; that these 
words ‘which said lands are denominated’ so and so are altogether 
erroneous, and that the testator used them under a mistake. And, 
accordingly, they desire your lordships to regard these words as comin 
under the ordinary maxim of falsa demonstratio (that being the so 
of technical reference to the rule that is referred to), and they desire 
yous lordships to accept the words as an imperfect enumeration of the 
ands that were intended to be described. It would be impossible to 
do so without violating a cardinal principle of language and sayin 
that when words, according to their ordinary and grammatical an 
obvious and natural sense and meaning have a clear and unambiguous 
interpretation, that meaning ought to be done away with in order 
to substitute for it another meaning.’’ And as I have said before, the de- 
cision was that the lands called ‘Groyne,’ not be:ng named, did not pass. 
The maxim referred to fully stated is ‘‘falsa demonstratio non nocet 
cum de corpore constat,’’ the last words being of ‘mportance. Another 
version is ‘nil facit error nominis cum de corpore vél persona constat.” 
Lord Esher used to say that he detested any attempt to fetter the law 
by maxims, for, as he said, ‘‘they are almost invariably misleading; 
they are for the most part so large and general in their language that 
they always include something which is not intended to be included 
in that,’’ and, no doubt, they are not to be treated as articles of a 
code or as enactments contained in a statute. But the maxims I have 
mentioned really, I think, only come to this, that a false description 
of a person or thing will not vitiate a gift in a deed or will if 1t be 
sufficiently clear what person.or thing was really meant. This cannot 
be determined without reading and considering all the terms of the 
will. On p. 384 of West v. Lawday Lord Westbury proceeds thus, 
and to my mind it is only this that raises any difficulty. He says: ‘‘It 
is altogether a mistake to suppose that the language of this will can 
he brought within the range of that maxim. The maxim to which I 
refer is applicable to a case where some subject matter is devised as 
a whole under a denomination which is applicable to the entire land, 
and then the words of description that include and denote the entire 
subject matter are followed by words which are added on the principle 
of enumeration, but do not completely enumerate and exhaust all the 
particulars which are comprehended and included w'thin the antecedent 
universal or generic denomination. Then the ordinary principle and 
rule of law which is perfectly consistent with common sense and reason 
ia this: that the entirety which has been expressly and definitely given 
shal] not be prejudiced by an imperfect and inaccurate enumeration of 
the particulars of the specific gift.’’ Now, notwithstanding this, I 
think I may say that there is certainly no rule that in a will where there 
are two complete descriptions the former shall prevail over the latter. 
Indeed, in a will only in the last resort, if there be an imperfect 
description in it, it is said the latter words are to prevail over the 
former, and I cannot think that Lord Westbury meant to lay down 
positively that in a will where you have once got a complete description 
of the subject matter in general and collective terms, any or every 
subsequent enumeration of particulars must necessarily be rejected if 
it do not include each and every item of the particulars which would 
be inclnded in the first or general designation standing by itself. 
Obviously I think much more depends upon the terms in which the 
enumeration of the particulars are introduced. It may be introduced in 
a way as to shew that what the testator was doing was, to use 
Lord Westbury’s own words on p. 382, to use words plainly meant ‘‘to 
substitute a definite and precise statement for an antecedent gene- 
rality.’’ Supposing in the present case the testatrix, instead of the 
word ‘‘namely,’’ had made use of the expression ‘“‘what I mean is,” 
the enumeration following by name and locality must, I think, neces- 
sarily have been read as explanatory and, if necessary, restrictive of 
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the prior general description. For instance, in Barton v. Dawes (10 
C. B. 261) there was a conveyance of ‘‘all that messuage and farm. 
nouse, closes of land, and so on, called Gotton Farm, in the occupation 
of J. §.,’’ and containing and consisting of the several particulars spegj- 
fied in the first division of a schedule thereunder written and moro 
a delineated in a map. And it turned out that there was @ 
piece of land, part of the farm, which was not included in the 
schedule or plan, though part of the farm, and so occupied. It was 
held that what was not included in the schedule did not pass. And gee 
Griffiths v, Penson (9 Jur. N, 8., p. ), which is a decision of 
Pollock, C.B., in the Court of Exchequer. Numerous other cases to 
the same effect are to be found in Mr. Norton’s book on Deeds about 
p- 210 and the following pages. It is quite clear in my mind that if 
there be a conveyance of real estate described in general terms, followed 
by a definite and specific enumeration and particulars as by schedule 
or plan, which enumeration omits something which might otherwise 
have been covered by the general description, then, generally speaking, 
the designation by schedule or plan would not be read as an imperfect 
enumeration to be disregarded as a falsa demonstratio, but as restric- 
tive of the prior general description. So I think in a will, if there 
be not a schedule or plan, but an equivalent specific enumeration of 
particulars by name and locality, that specific enumeration must be 
held to limit and restrict what has gone before. Suppose the specifica- 
tion in the testatrix’s will in this case had included by name and 
locality of unmistakeable description some real estate which the testa- 
trix had not derived under the codicil in question, would not those have 
passed? And suppose, as was suggested by Lord Cranworth at p. 387, 
in the case of West v. Lawday, that what I call here the specification by 
name and locality had included No. 1, Hare-court only, could it have 

ssibly been held that all those estates in the county of Essex passed 
C the devise? Upon the whole I have come to the conclusion that 
the specification here by name and locality introduced by the word 
‘namely’ is analogous and equivalent to a specification in a convey- 
ance by schedule or schedule and plan, and is not merely an imperfect 
enumeration of the properties intended to be devised. In other 
words, I think that the specification by name and locality, which is free 
from all ambiguity, forms the leading description, and that No, 1, 
Hare-court did not pass by the specific devise in question, and I think 
that is what the testatrix really intended.—CounskEL, Sebastian; Rolt ; 
JT. T. Methold; J. H. Redman; Vaughan Hawkins. Soticrrors, 
Kingsford & Co., for Dawes, Son, & Prentice, Rye; Emmett & Co, ; 
Beachcroft, Thompson, & Co. 

[Reported by A. 8. Orré, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
BENNETTS & CO. v. J. & A. BROWN. Walton, J. 13th Dec, 


DemusraGe—Detention or Licnters sy Surr—‘' Surr ’—** WeatHeR- 
workinc Days ’’—Cvstom. 


A custom of a port that surf days are not to be considered weather-working days 
cannot vary the well-known business meaning of the phrase ‘‘ weather-working 
days” in a charter-party—namely, days on which work is not prevented by bad 
weather. 


Claim for £328 16s, demurrage on the steamship Cand/eshoe due from the 
defendants under a charter-party dated the 6th of October, 1905, and a 
bill of lading dated the 31st of October, 1905. The plaintiffs were the 
owners and the defendants the charterers of the vessel. The material 
parts of the charter-party were as follows: ‘Proceed to Newcastle, 
N.S.W., and there load . . . a full and complete cargo of coals . . . 
and . . shall therewith proceed to one or two safe ports between 
Valparaiso and Pisagua inclusive, as ordered on arrival at Valparaiso 
within twenty-four hours, and there . . . deliver . . . in the 
usual and customary manner alongside such wharf, vessel, steamer, 
floating dock, hulk, launch, or pier, where she can always safely lie 
afloat as directed by the consignees. . . . (The act of God , « « 
detention through strike of pitmen . . delay by railway .. - 
storms, surf, weather a eae rE or cessation or 
sto of work of any persons en nthe. . car ’ 
ideo, or loading of any of the cargo, to be shipped 
under, or its discharge, receipt, or removal at the port of discharge, 
or by . . . or any cause beyond the control of charterers, not to 
cyunt in the time allowed for loading or discharging, and all and every 
other dangers and accidents of the mee hue and navigation, of whatever 
nature and kind soever always mutually excepted, even when occas 
by the negligence, default, or error in judgment of the pilot, master, or 
other servants of the shipowner. . . . The cargo to be taken delivery 
of from alongside ship at port of discharge, at the average rate of not less 
than 250 tons per weather-working day (Sundays and holidays excepted) 
with ten days allowed on demurrage at the rate of rey ae net 
register ton per day. . . . The cargo to be brought to taken 
from alongside at merchants’ risk and expense as customary. . . + 
The defendants shipped a cargo of 4,720 tons of coal on the said vessel 
became the holders of the bill of lading, which incorporated the terms of 
the charter-party in t to the discharge. The vessel arrived at 
Valparaiso on the 6th of December, 1905. The discharge commenced on 
the 9th of December and finished on the 10th of January, 1906, The 
cargo was delivered ex ship into lighters, which disc part on to the 





beach and part on to another vessel. At Valparaiso it is customary to 
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treat a surf day as a non-weather-working day and half a surf day as half 
a weather-working day, and the port captain decides which days are to be 
deemed surf days. It is usual at that place to discharge on to the beach. 
The port captain declared certain days between the 9th of December and 
the 10th of January to be surf days, but on those days discharge took 
place on to the beach. Discharge took place on every day with 
the exception of Sundays and holidays. The vessel lay outside the 
surf, but the lighters would encounter it while discharging to the 
beach. It was contended on behalf of the plaintiffs that the 
cargo should have been discharged in nineteen days, excluding 
Sundays and holidays. If the discharge had been carried out at 
the charter-party rate it should have- been completed on the 2nd of 
January, and therefore eight days demurrage had been incurred. The 
discharge was not stopped by surf. The delay was caused by shortage of 
lighters. The alleged custom was inconsistent with the terms of the 
charter-pariy and was unreasonable. It was contended on behalf of the 
defendants that discharge on to the beach was customary at that place. 
There was a delay in discharging on to the beach by reason of the surf 
which prevented the lighters discharging as quickly as they otherwise 
would have been able. ‘There was a custom that surf days were not to 
count as weather-working days, and half asurf day counted as half a 
weather- working day, and the port captain decided what days were to be 
deemed surf days. Between the 9th of December and the 10th of January 
there were five Sundays, thres holidays, ten surf days, and five half surf 
days, and therefore no demurrage bad been incurred. Cur. adv. eult. 

Watron, J., held that the question to be decided was whether the 
charterers could rely (1) on the alleged custom at Val iso that a surf 
day was not a weather-working day and that half a surf day was half a 
weather-working day, and (2) on the clause that detention through surf 
was not to count in the time allowed for discharging. A surf day wasa 
day on which the surf was so heavy on the beach that lighters could not 
discharge thereto. There was some evidence of the custom set up and of 
the fact that it was customary for the captain of the port todeclare certain 
days to be surf days, but discharge in fact did take place on to the beuch 
on those days and on all days with the exception of Sundays and holidays. 
The custom did not give the words ‘‘ weather-working days ’’ their ordin 
meaning, which was well known to business men as meaning days on whic 
work was not prevented by bad weather. The surf did not prevent the 
discharge. A surf day could be a ‘‘ weather-working day.” The charterers 
could not put on those words a different meaning which it was said the 
custom placed thereon, and they were bound to discharge at the ‘‘ average 
rate of not less than 250 tons per weather-working day (Sundays and 
holidays excepted).’”? 1t was customary to discharge on to the beach. 
The parties were not bound by the arbitrary decision of the port captain 
as to which days were surf days. The charterers could, however, rely on 
the exception clause that detention through surf was not to count in the 
time allowed for discharging. Surf meant surf on the beach, and the 
intention of the parties was that time lost through detention of lighters 
discharging on to the beach caused by surf was not to count. There had 
been delay so caused, but the plaintiffs could recover for two and a-half 
days’ detention. Judgment for the plaintiffs.—Counse., J. 4. Hamilton, 
K.0., and Adair Roche ; Serutton, K.O., and Leck, Sottcrrors, Botterell § 
Roche ; J. Wicking Neal. 

[Reported by W. T. Tunton, Barrister-at-Law. } 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. C, Pinniger. 


The death is annotinced of Mr. James Cockburn Pinniger, solicitor, of 
Newbury, in his seventy-ninth year. He was admitted in 1855 and carried 
on business in partnership with Mr. Broome Pinniger under the style of 
B. & J. 0. Pinniger. He was coroner for South Berks, registrar of the 
Newbury County Court, and clerk of the peace for Newbury. He was 
formerly clerk to the guardians of the Bradfield Union. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Businesses. 


Mr. P. Collings, solicitor, of 19, Buckingham-street, Strand, London, has 
ceased his connection with the firm of P. Collings & Co. as from the 21st 
ult., and has transferred his business to his son, Mr. Ferpivanp Mancvs 
Cottixcs, who will continue to carry on the business under the name of P. 
Oollings & Co. 

Messrs. Guillaume & Sons, solicitors, of 9, Salisbury-square, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C., and Hampstead-chambers, Yelverton-road, Bourne- 
mouth, have taken irto partnership Mr. Jonn Frepentcx Guittavme, the 
second son of their Mr. Thomas Guillaume. 


Dissolutions. 


Lancetor Roverer Foster, Roszrt Srancex Russert, and Ricaarp 
—. Cure, solicitors (Huntly, Foster, & Russell), Jarrow-on-Tyne. 
ov. 16, ‘ 


Hersert Wiiuiam Sransvry and Hernert Lewis Metersa, solicitors 
(Stanbury & Mellersh), Bournemouth. Oct. 1. [ Gazette, Dec. 24. 

Geanam Kerra and Cuartes Homenates, colici*ors (Keith & Humphries), 
43, Chancery-lane, London. Dee. 25. 


Cuartes Murray Witxrxs and Caartes Henry Watton, solicitors 
(Robinson, Wilkins, & Walton), 30, Coleman-street, London. Dec, 25. 


Epwin Sarrn and Atrrep Exus, solicitors (Edwin Smith & Ellis), Bed- 
ford-row House, 58, Theobald’e-road, London. Dec. 24, 
[ Gazette, Dec. 27. 


Joun Cameron, Tnomas Heata Tuorwery, and Tomas Basti Dveuip, 
solicitors and notaries public (Thornely & Cameron), Liverpool. Dec. 31. 
Thomas Basil Duguid will carry oa, the sesso bostness tm. partnership ot 
omas Basil Dugu' carry on the same ess ship 
the same address under the style or firm of Cameron, Dugaid, & Co. 
(Gazette, Dec. 31. 


General. 


The New York correspondent of the Daily Express says it is estimated 
that the forthcoming trial of Mr. Harry Thaw for the murder of the late 
Mr. Stanford White will cost the prosecution at least £30,000. The sum 
of £5,000 was voted by the New York municipality a few days ago to pay 
the fees of the experts alone, while a further £5,000 was subsequently 
voted for “‘ preliminary ’’ expenses. 


Mr. Justice Bray has fixed the following commission days for the 
Winter Assizes on the North Wales Circuit: Welshpool, Saturday, 
January 11; Dolgelly, Wednesday, January 15; Carnarvon, Thursday, 
January 16; Beaumaris, Monday, January 20; Ruthin, Wednesday, 
January 22; Mold, Monday, a At the conclusion of the busi- 
ness at Mold the judge will come k to London, and will return to 
Chester on Saturday, March 7, and to Cardiff on Saturday, March 14, for 
the second part of the circuit, when he will be accompanied by Mr. 
Justice A. T. Lawrence. 


In an action at the Brompton County Court, says the Daily Telegraph, 
brought by a commercial traveller who had been allowed bed and break- 
fast expenses, and who now claimed £3 ig Se a of other meals, J nudge 
Sir William Selfe, addreesing the row of sters in front of him, told 
them what they might expect if in the future they were any of them raised 
to the bench. A beneficent Treasury, he said, in its wisdom in making 
provision for county court judges on circuit, allowed for private apart- 
ments in the hotels, but, as they must dine wherever they were, refused 
to pay for the food they consumed. 


Mesers. Simmons & Simmons, solicitors, of 74, Chea , London, are 
anxious to obtain information as to Mr. Peter Bentley, a well-known 
solicitor, of New Jersey, U.8S.A., who left there some four months ago on 
a visit to Europe. ‘‘On the lst of November he travelled from Euston 
Station for Liverpool, intending to sail on the steamship Lusitania, which 
was to leave the following day for New York. He was seen off by some 
friends, and in the afternoon they received a telegram from him stating 
that he had arrived at Liverpool safely ; nevertheless, he did not sail in 
The Lusitania, and although inquiries have been made here, on the 
Continent, and in America, his friends have been unable to ascertain his 
whereabouts. His age is about thirty-three, height 5ft. 8in. ; he has very 
dark hair and a slight moustache. His clothing and luggage all bore the 
initials ‘ P. B.’”’ 

Mr. John Lloyd Wharton was, says the Zimes, presented, on Monday, 
at the Assize Courts, Durham, with his portrait —— in oils on his 
retirement from the chairmanship of the Durham Sessions after 
thirty-five years’ service. The portrait was painted by Mr. Henry, and a 


replica by Mr. W. B. will be hung in the new library at the assize 
courts. His Honour Judge Greenwell ed, and the tation was 
made by the Earl of Durham, who alluded in saleatalie tebe to Mr, 


Wharton’s services, not only as chairman of quarter sessions, but also as 
chairman of the county council, and as M.P. for Durham and for the 
Ripon Division. In reply, Mr. Wharton said he recognized the kindly 
feeling which had prompted the presentation, and he accepted it as a 
record of their kindnees. The uis of Londonderry, who moved a 
vote of thanks to Lord Durham, said that England a right to con- 
gratulate herself on the number of men in each county who devoted 
themselves to the public service. 


At Carlisle, on Saturday, says the Zimes, Mr. Arthur Lee, solicitor, of 
Brampton, near Carlisle, clerk to the Brampton justices and coroner for 
East Cumberland, was charged on a summons, issued at the instance of 
Mr. William Douglas, of Holly-avenue, Jesmond, Newcastle, with having 
fraudulently converted to his own use £1,230 received by him as solicitor 
for or on account of Mr. Douglas as a beneficiary under his father’s will. 
The prosecutor said that he made repeated applications for the deposit 
receipt for his money, and was eventually told by Mr. Lee that there was 
no deposit receipt, and that the money had been paid into the account of 
Messrs. Carrick, Lee, & Sons, solicitors, Brampton. Mr. Shortt, solicitor, 
who prosecuted, asked for an adjournment. The defendant's solicitor 
opposed this, and said that if bis client were committed for trial none of 
the creditors would get a penny, whereas if this prosecution had not been 
taken the creditors would have had 5s. in the nd, After a consulta- 
tion, the bench decided to adjourn the hearing for a fortnight. 


A correspondent of the Westminster Gazette, who says he had on several 
occasions during last year to defend chauffeurs on the che of man- 
slaughter, remarks as to the coroner's court: ‘‘ The jury here have to find 
a verdict, and the proceedings are in the nature of a although the 
procedure is not of the highest or strictest order. Invariably I have put 
the chauffeur into the witness-box after the other witnesses have been 
heard, and in every case I ha 
verdict of ‘Accidental death.’ 





quite satisfied the jury were severely an 














162 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Jan. 4, 1908, 
had given his version of the accident. When the chauffeur is charged | lee Percy Mason, 64, Gresham st, Sugden & Harford, Troumonger 


before the magistrate, one is in a different position. There, if a primd 
facie case is made out, the magistrate must commit the prisoner for trial, 
although in one case it was so much on the border-line of an accident that 
the magistrate suggested my putting the accused in the box against my 
judgment. I did so, and after three-quarters of an hour of deliberation 


with the clerk, the magistrate sent the case fur trial, but intimated to me ! 


privately that he felt he was between motorists and the public. Now, to 
take the trial. I am sure that it is to the great advantage of the prisoner 
and the jury to hear the story of the chief actor. Each person who 
witnesses an occurrence sees something that the other onlookers do not 
cbserve. All the different versions are practically (or should b+) pieced 
together by the one who caused the calamity. If the prisoner is very 
nervous his story will take longer in telling; but he will tell the whole 
story before he leaves the box, either in the examination-in-chief or in 
eross-examination. . . . To debar an innocent man from giving his 
account of his own acts is not to be considered, as, in spite of his anxiety 
and tension, and however improbable his story, it will appear more 
truthful from his lips and after cross-examination than any explanation 
can be from his counsel.’’ 

A dinner was given at Exeter on Monday last by the magistrates of 
Devon, in honour of Lord Coleridge, upon his elevation to the Judicial 
Bench. Lord Coleridge in reply to the toast of his health is reported by 
the Western Morning News to have said: ** While you are so kindly wishing 
me God-speed in the career which lies before me, I cannot permit you to 
forget that you are largely the authors of my appointment. By electing 
me your chairman you have given me a judicial experience, without which 
I should have shrunk from undertaking the far more exacting duties of a 
judge. I do not enter upon my new duties with alight heart. The man 
who does so, knowing what these duties are, must either be a trifler or con- 
sumed with vanity. To be courteous, to be patient, to be able quickly to 
grasp the facts, to know the law, to be able to apply it, to have a sound 
and discerning judgment, are necessary qualities in a judge, and it is only 
a fool who can say with confidence that he possesses them. The judge 
must be completely severed from all political bias and predilection ; he must 

_ be free from all religious prejudice and controversy. His mind should set 
to work upon law, and act with the force, the accuracy, the smoothness of 
a machine. And yet he must not entirely discard the old humanities. 
There is room, sometimes, for righteous indignation, for sympathy for the 
weak, the suffering, the tempted. Sometimes he may fiad it the occasion 
Parcere suhjec'is, et debellare supcrbos. To enable him to discharge these 
duties the Constitution has placed him in a position of complete independ- 
ence. In his aloofness lies his strength, and in his isolation he should 
command the respect of all shades of opinion and of opposite schools of 
thought. He ought to answer to Wotton’s description of the happy man— 
“ How happy is he born or taught 
That serveth not another's wi.l, 

Whore answer is his honest thought, 

And simple truth his highest skiil.’’ 
No Prime Minister, no Lord Chancellor can remove him—nothing but an 
address from both Houses of Parliament, which, in the abse:.ce of insanity 
or corruption, it is safe to say would never be carried. History points out 
to us the danger of the partizan or the subservient judge. ‘To remove this 
danger we place him in isolated independence—it is a noble position if 
rightly used, but carries with it great temptations. The judge seldom, if 
ever, hears the truth about himself. If he be tempted, wittingly or un- 
wittingly, to go wrong, there is generally one party before him unwilling 
—_ apy obstacle in his path, if not, indeed, to applaud him The 
deference due to the judge may at any moment degenerate into flattery, 
and the judge should ever remember that with the flatterers were busy 
mockers. I am conscious of these dangers, and I hope that by being 
conscious of them I may in some measure avoid them. But with all that, 
it is a noble calling, summoning forth a man’s best powers, not in pursuit 
of avarice, not in pursuit of ambition, but in an unhasting, unresting, life- 
long pursuit of justice, mercy, andtruth. The fact that I am the third 
generation of judges in my family, while it fills me with, I hope, a pardon- 
able pride, ought to stimulate me, so that I may not fall too far short of 
those that have gone before me. Andif the knowledge of the exacting 
nature of my duties sometimes daunts me, I am cheered and encouraged 
by the marks of kindness that you have shewn me.” 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 24, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep tw CHancery. 

AxGio-Germay Mixixo Syxpicate, Litirrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, 
to send their names and addrers:s, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Alexand+r Nisbet, 3 and 4, Lincoln's inn fielas, bquidator 

Doruwam axv District Motor Omyinus Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 3v, to send in their nsmes aud addresses, and the particulars of the r debts or c'aims, 
to G. A, Carpenter, 5, Silver st, Durham, liquidator 

Isteemepiany Syxpicate, Liuirep Creditors are required, on or before Feb 4, to send 
their names and adresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Robert Tylor Carr. 1084, Cannon st. Robinson & Stannard, +olors t» liquidator 

Wapps Patents, Linirzp (Manchester, Chemical Plant Manufacturers) Creditors are 
required, on or bef ire Feb 8, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Thomas “methurst, 26, Pall Mall, Manchester, Chapman & 
Brooks, Manchester, solors to liquidator 


London Gasetie,—Fripay, Dec. 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep ix Cuawogry. 


Cuamicare Proprietary Co, Limitep (1x Vorustary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 


Kueexsporp Exrenpep, Liurrep (1x Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Albert Henry Clark, 212 and 213, Mansion Howe chmbrs. Blackman, Gresham 
House, solor to liquidator = 

Potway EscixgerixG ayp Suir Reparetna Co, Luatep (1s Votuntary Liquipatioy)— 
Creditors are required, on or before Feb 8, to send their names and addresses, and 

orticulars of their debts or claims, to Williom Edward Mounsey, 3, Lord st, Liverpool, 
Lightfoot & Lightfoot, Marypurt, solors to liquidator 


London Gazette,—Turspay, Dec. £1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirgsp ix Cuaxcery, 


Bavonwitz For Co, Limrren —-Petn for winding u3, presented Dec 23, directed to hy 
heard Jan 14. Myers, Wormwood st, Old Broad st, solor for petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the aftersooa of 
Jan 13 

Duraxoo Estates Co, Limtep—Creditors are required, on or tefore Feb 14, to send iy 
their nam: s and addcesses, and the particula-s of their d-bts or claims, to Fraak Lay, 
115, Ebury st. liquid«tor os i 

8C Kavuruan & Son, Limite —Petition for winding up, pr-sented Dec 24, directed to be 
heara Jan 14. James & Co, 134, Fore st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing mnst 
reach the above-named not Jater than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 13 

Sovpan Financr Synpicate, Limitep (1m Lrquipation) — Creditors are r 
before Feb 3, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
claims, to Walter D, Goatly, 110, Caunon st, liquidator 

Wuairtesipges, Limtrsp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 28, directed to be heard at the 
Sessions Hall, Preston, Jan 17, at 10. Bramwell, Preston, solor for petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Jan 1 


uired, on or 
eir debts or 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 24. 


Kearxs, Witttam Mosson, Wanstead, Essex, Gent Jan3i Kearns v N:cholls, Neville,J 
Nicholls, Oid Jewry chmbrs ‘ J sass 
Lecais, Juces, Carlisle st, Soho, Restorer of Old China Feb 14 _ Revil-Signorat 
Stewart, Neville, J Stewart, Kiag’s Bench waik 
Londm Gasette.—Fripay, Dec, 27. 

Huxstry, Georcs Joszpn Jan 21 Scaith v Pinder, Parker, J Howell, Kirton ia 
Lindsey é 
Macpuya, Joun Oummarsa, Brick ct, Temple, Barrister at Law Feb 1 Leighton y 

Macdona, Judge in Chambers Claydon, Oldham 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, Dec, 31. 


Rippevr, Sir Ropnry Stuart, Cheltenham Feb 21 Bubb v Riddell, Swinfen Fady, J 
Buob, Cheltenuam 





Under 22 & 23 Vict cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tumspay, Dec. 24, 


Barrey, James, Teddington Jan 20 Ruseell & Co, Norfolk st, &tran1_ 

Boumparey, Josera, Wavertree, Liverpool Feb 11 Johason & Son, Liverpool 

Baowsrie.p, James, Edge Hil!, Liverpool, Marine Engineer Feb 1 Newman & Oley, 
Liverpool f 

Bruce, Wansan Wattace, Airlie gdns, Campden Hill Jan 22 Davies & Co, Chesterfield 

Carsoway, Frasces, Margate Jan2i Boys & Maughan, Marga:e 

Carroway, Mary, Margate Jan 21 Boys & Maughan, Margate = 

Crarke, Georce Joun, George st, Hanover sq, Corn Merchants’ Clerk Jan 31 Young & 

ns, Mark lo : ‘ 

Cotuier, Berry, Shawlands, Glasgow Dec 31 Smith & Suns, Hyde, Cheshire 

CourtwaLt, Rev Wi..1aM, Sudbury, Suffolk Jan 25 Carpenter & Sons, Laurence 
Pountney In 

Crapock, oo hn Brown Woop, Honor Oak Park, Kent Feb8 Russell & 0, Old 
Jewry chmbrs 

Dass, Euiza, Pershore, Worcester Feb1 Randall & Son, Copthall bldgs 

Denny, Canuting Hagtoc, Queen’s gate Jan $1 Dangerneld & Blythe, Craven st, 
Charing Cross : : 

Driver, Mary Anne, Keynsham, Somerset Jan 17 Kuoapp-Fisher & Sons, Backiegham 


te 
Dovser, Resecca, Warminghurst, nt Pulborough Jan 31 Cockburn & Son, Lino 
E.visauaM, Jouy, Bexley Heath, Kent, Builder Feb 8 Russell & Co, Old Jewry chm! 
Enocu, Paut, Upper Clapton, Stockbroker Jan1 Solomon, Basinghall st 
Evans, GwityM, Felinfoel, L'anelly, Carmarthen Jan 12 Roderick, Lianelly 
Fiztp, Joux, Leeds Jan2i Harrison & Son, Leeds 
Goprary, Epwarp, Loudoun rd, 8t John’s Wood Jan 21 Robertson, Chancery In 
Guraony, Caxistorner Wasuixoroy, Anerley Feb 1 Randa!l & Son, Copthall bidgs 
Jackson, Mary Ayn, Kingston upon Hull Feb1 Thompson & Co, Hull 
Jacksow, Saran, Essex rd, Islington Jan27 Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row wich 
Kexewica. Right Hoa Sir Auruus, Devenshire pl, Portiand pl Jan 20 Kexewich, 


Suffolk lo : 
Marspen, Geonce Rossixs, Werneth, O:dham, Cotton Mill Manager Jan 31 Innes, 








Manchester 
Merapows, Mary Saran, Gloucester Jan 31 Champney & Co, Gloucester 
Nuon, Mary Aww, Calne, Wilts Feb1 Spackmanu, Calne 
Nospuay. Cuarzes, Rotherham, Yorks Feb3 Bradfo d, Rotherham N Wales 
Faury, Catugerne, Grigos, Bettws, Montgomery Jan 11 Woosnam, Newtown, a 
Parsoxs, ALBERT, Calne, Wilts Feb1 Spackman, Calne 
Parsons, Resececa, Calne, Wilts Feb1 pa-kman, C: 
Pareickson, Jous, Beckenham Jan 31 ovey & Honey, Fenchurch st 
Puais Berry, Ri miley, Chester D-c31_ Smith & Sous, Hyde, Cheshire 
Prust, Ex1za, Bideford Devon Feb1 Toller & Co, Barnstaple _ 
Savery, Many, 8t Leonards on Sea Jani8 Langham & Vo, Hastings Hall 
Sreacuan, Juun Caniss, Wile: by, Yorks, Coal Merchant Jan 24 Swamp & Co, 
Tay.or, Grorak Nicnovsun, Miles Piattiog, Manchester Feb 1 Needham, Man: 
Waps.ey, Georve, Leverington, Cambridge Jan 31 Ollard & Son, Wisbech 
Waastarr, Samurt, Manchesver, General Carter Jan 14 Laureace & Co, Manchester 
Wartsox, James Eenest, Jarrow, Durham Feb1 Wilkimon & Marsnali, Newcast 


upon Tyne he 
Wesiey, Maticpa Mary, Holand Park ay Feb1 Dean, Clement's inn, Strand 
Wittsox, Joun Henry, Lozelie, Aston, Warwick, E Agent Feb 1 Rollasop 
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London Gasetie.—Faipar, Dec. 27. 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Torspay, Dec. 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
gsox, JoserH, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
ine Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 
Anpex, Groroz, Gt , Motor Engineer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 1 
Bourcarer, ARTHUR An Francis, Arundel, Sussex 
Brighton Pet Dee 20 Ord 20 
Baar, Roper, jun, Croydon, Leather Seller Croydon 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 
Baowse, WaLTes James, b a9 Somerset, Nurseryman 
ellis Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 2 
BuckwsuL, FReperick, Woolwich, Butcher Greenwich 
hee oF needy Seven Ki E 3 mercial 
 ALyaED REST, Seven Kings, Essex, Com 
Cas Raveller Norwich Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 
Hon Tuomas Gronrce, jo 8toke, 
Worcester Pet Nov 22 
Ord Dec 21 


Ceooxes, JoserH, + na Chemist Scarborough 


Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 
omen, Rosert, Blackpool Preston Pet Dec 20 Ord 


Tay, The 
Oren, Army Officer 


Evans, "1ens6, Maesteg, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet Des 20 
Ord Dee ‘ 

Goupprxc, Harris, Hackney, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet DecS Ord Dec 

Gotpiz, Tuomas - Norwich, Architect Norwich 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 


Guaixonn, ARTHUR, York, “Timber Faller York Pet Dec | 
20 Ord Dec 20 


Hen, Hensert Georce, Worthing, Builder Brighton Pet | 
Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 
Hisvor, Cuantes Jons, New Barnet, Herts,Grocer Barnet 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 19 
Horxrs, Wiuias, Mildmay pk High Court Pet Nov 15 
Ord Dec 


Kingston, 


Hatyzn, Grorce, Stockton on Tees, Labourer Stockton on 
Tees 


Kapton, E, New Malden, Surrey, Builder 
Surrey Pet Nov28 Ord Dec 21 

Lovsapa, St Leoer, Shaldon, Devon High Court Pet 
Sept 18 Ord Dec 18 

Martexpate, Epwarp, Brentwood, Essex, 
Chelmsford Pet Nov29 Ord Dec 18 

Mason, Tuomas Cacit, Haymarket High Court Pet Dec 
20 Ord Dec 29 

Massxy, Witt1am, Maghull, Lancaster, Mineral Tooth | 
Manufacturer Liverpool Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 

Neat, Geosce Epwix, Foston, nr Driffield, Licensed | 
Victualler Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec 19 Ord | 
Dec 19 


Farmer | 


meses, Lae aice W, Upper Grosvenor st High Court 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Dec 18 

Pys, Poomns, Eclesfield, York, Builder Sheffield Pet 
Dec5 Ord Dec 20 

Reeve, Percy, and Tomas Rerve, Stoke Newington 
oa Provision Dealers High Court Pet Oct 15 

Boo. Agtuur, Tesenniie Assistant Waterworks Engineer 
York Pet Oct 29 Ord Dec 20 

Scmrr. Seymour, Iiderton ee Tobacco Dealer 


High Court Pet Dec 2 

Sreaiccer, Tuomas, York, Overlooker York Pet Deo 19 

Dee 19 

Swaine, Ricuarp Sotomoyn, Bradford, Enamel Letter Con- 
tractor Bradford Pet Dec2l Ord Dec 21 

Tessizz, Henny, Panton st, ET} Ladies’ Costumier 
High Court ' Pet Dec 2’ Ord Deo 19 

Taomas, Octavius Pree La, Coal Exporter Cardiff 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 

Tickiz, CATHERINE, a ol of mae Proprietor Scar- 
bocough Pet Dec 2k Ord 


J Harotp Ropeat, Goldington, Beds Feb? Francis & Calder, Adelaide pl, London 


, Evovarp, Ixelles, Brussels Jan 31 PR ag? mn ye Mriiwarp, Evizasetu Excex, Clifton, Bristol Jan 25 Foam 6 Soe, Bees 
Mee Liny Axx, G¢ Totham, Essex Feb 14 arridge. Boz, Gronor, Fordwych rd, Cricklewood Feb @ Burton & Son, Blackfriars rd 
Tvpsox, RicnaRd, Liversedge, York, Potato Merchant an 14 ston, Heckmond wike Woon, Naruayigt, et, Brom: Feb Ae Sb 
Hocurs, Axx, Kidderminster Jan 27 Hogan & Hughes, nae a Yeates, Bexzamin Barwiss, Tenbury, Worcester, Grocer 1 Davis, ‘Tenbury 








Crediton, Devon, Wheelwright Exeter | O'Ner., Josern, 
Ord Deo 29 


Barrow in or Merchant 
Jan 24at11.15 Off Reo, in “Cornwallis = Barrow in’ 

Sousa, | ee Sa.tsr, Torquay, Furniture Remover 
Exeter Pet Dec19 Ord Deo 19 Partisox, Harry, Stockton on Tees, Grocer Jan$ at 11 


Utyatr, Joun Ricuagp, Wellingborough, Fruiterer North- Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
ampton Pet Dec20 Ord 20 Bema, oe Aldon, bya Jan 1 at 12 


To.uey, oy 
Pet 


Woop, Haypw Vern, Darii Furniture Dealer 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 Bom, eae a, mnt, Tobacco Dealer 
Wess, as, Wituram Taomas Wess, Josera pin gusen Wea z tiie Carer 
Fospes Sag et Jan 14 at 8 


ie 7 —— Tarior, and Tuomas Davis. 
icks, Boot 


Chesham, 

Manufacturers Aylesbury Pet Dec 19 

Ord Dec 19 A. } wad, York Beak Overlooker = 6 at 245 Off 
Reo, The House, Duncombe ork 


Red 
Tassren, Hexny, Panton st, Ha Tadiew Costumier 
Best, Watrer Harry, Sheffield, Stock and Share Broker Jan7atil Bao 
heetwright Jan 2 at 


Jan 8at12 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield Teane, Joux reditay evony W 


B F > Wi * Fur ai © Remover 
UCKNELL, Faeprrick catwich, Butcher Jan 3 at 12 | Towsseen, i Of Reo, 9, Be 4h tare 


we | Jan 2at 10.90 Of 
oueee ames, Reading, Auctioneer Jan 14 at 12 Queen’s | Glam, i “ 
Ano &, Cura Eaxest Caosstey 


Merrow 
Cuartes, Hewry Epwarp Avuptey, Beige, Veterinary 
an Jan 2 at 3.15 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidge, | Warre.er, Lor Entertainers Jan 3 at 2 
sighton erstield sorpora Societ Room. 
~~ ga Reapixe, Aller, Somerset, Farmer Jan 2 pan po me ew RA, vs _ 
t 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury | | wyiye, Jonw Lisorwst, Joiner Jan 2 at 12 Crypt 
Caconss, Jossra, ‘Scarborough, Chemist Jan 3 at 4 Of chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
14, ADJUDICATIONS. 


Rec, Londesborough chmbrs, Scarb .rough 
Davisox, Josepn, Harrow on the Hill Jan 3 at 3 
row 
Dawsoy, Hensert, Norfolk st, Strand, Advertisement A“-®%, Joszva Arvarp, Birchfields, Handsworth, Jeweller 
se cP Shay i a | Baas al Bee a nae 
Exzcxson, H, Wimbledon, Advertising Agent Jan 3|~  fucturer Luton Pet Teo 99 Ord Dee 
at 11,30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge | Anpes, Guonoe, (it Kw Engineer PNG Grimsby Pet 
| Evans, Emtvy, Be: t house Keeper Jan 14 at | Dec19 Ord Dec 19 
2.30 Registrar # Office, 24, pean rd. Hastings | neennan ARTRUR ieieane Faaycis, Arundel Brighton 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dee 20 


| Evisoy, Samugu, yi ey Cheshire, Coal Dealer Jan 9 | 
at 12 Off Reo, King st, Newcastle, ord Brown, Evcae James, Westcliff on Sea, Solicitor Chelms- 
ford Pet Sept 39 Orda Dec 19 


FRANKLAND, Wiutiam, Thornaby on Tees, York, Wood | 
Cutter Jan3 at il Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- Brows, Waiter James, Wells, Somerset, Nurseryman 
Wells Pet Vec 21 Ord Dre 21 


brough 

Go.psere, Harnis, Hackney rd, Timber Merchant Jan7 | py, 

Gama Bankruptcy bes, oe Faller Jan 6 at 3.45 | n. Pet Bee 18 Ord Dee 18 ee a ae 

’ wus, Xo im er Jan © ai Cuarmay, ALF&ED ; tJ Seven Kings, Com- 

O: The Red House, Duncombe pl, York mercial Traveller Norwich Pet Dec 19 Ord Deo 19 

| Hiciuay, Waren, Pontygwaith, Glam. Baker Jan 2 at Crooxes, Joseru, fcarborough, Chemist Scarborough 
10.30 Post chmbrs, Pontypridd | Pet Dec 1 

| Horxins, wee! Mildmay Park Jan 7 at 12 Bank- 


uptey bi , Carey 8° 
Senna! Jane, Givnne th, Glam, Draper Jan2at 2.30 Off | 


FIRST MEETINGS. 








9 Ord Dec 9 
Cayer, Rosest, Blackpool Preston Pet Deo 20 ous 
Cuppo+, Gsorce —— Bloomsbury st High Court Pet 
Oct-22 Ord Dec 19 


Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea | Evans, Emtty, Bexhill, Boarding House Keeper Hastings 
| Lanany, Wittiam, Barnstaple, Seedsman Jan 9 at 3,3) | Ord Dec 19 F 
94, High st, | Evans, Isaac, Maesteg, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet Dec 20 
| Las. a and Feancis Wituram Mittmay, Plymoutb, Ord Dec 


| 20 
= Soe Sagas Jan 7 atli 7, Buckland ter, | Goxpig, oe. savas See, Merete, Aone Norwich Pet 
: “Gustrons, Auwraue, Ey York, Timber Faller 
Lovsapa, 8t Leases, Minehead, Somereet Jan 8 at 11 | Hanorgaves, Heway Perc : poahen Op 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Chelmsford Pet Nov 15 Ord Deo 19 
, Lavourer Stockton 
Jan7at230 Bankruptcy bldgs, ay st es Pet Deo 21 Ord Dee 21 
Masssy, Wiiu1am, Maghull, Lancaste ho Mineral Tooth | Jonmsox, James Epwaap ge Stratford, Chemical 
st, Liverpool x, Husert Eaxest Bowes, 
Matraews, Lucius, Mere, Wilts Jan 2 at 12 Of Rec, hese Pet Nov i2 Ord Dec 20 
Mippierox, Joun James, Rarrow on Soar, Latecstan, | 
Painter Janlatiz Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester | —_ hedges | a Lanes, Miaeral i Manu- 
ff Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull | msdeaae 
otor Dealer Jan 3 at 12.30 | Ord Dre 
Messeas, Mavnrioz W. Upper Grosvenor st Jan 6 at 2.30 upon Hull vet Deo 19 Ord 
krup'cy bidgs, Carey st 
Jan 6 atil Bankruptcy b:dgs, Carey st Nov 22 Ord Dec 18 





Leytanp, Ratra, Atherton, Lancs, Grocer Jan 3 at 3 
9, st, Bolton Pet Dec 20 Ord D 
Crouch, Hotel . 
Mason, Tuomas Cacit, este, Sporting Journalist | a EORGE, Stuckton on 
Manufacturer Jan 2 at 12 Of 35, Viotoria | uf»cturer Dec9 Ord Dec 19 
City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury Maso, Tuomas Ceci, eee, Journalist High Court 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 2u 
ri Henry, Beverley, York, Innkeeper Jan 4 at 11 
Mokrazis, STANLEY, Doncaster, M 
Off Reo, Fi In, Shefiidd Hans, Gsoaoe Epwiy, Foston, ar Driffield, York, Licensed 
5 yous Kingston 
Newcomse, ArTuue Martin, Beckenham, Kent, Auctioneer | | Panes, Joszrs, Watford, Watercress Grower St Albans 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, 


MoOOoORGATH 


FUND, LIMITED, 


SrRuaT, LONDON, 
1891. 


w.o. 
ESTAGLISHED IN 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direct 


. SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 





wnt 


supervision of the Oorporation. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


0a application. 














164 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Jan. 4, 1908, 








Powstt, Fazp, Rotherham, Builder Sheffield Pet Oct 22 
Ord Dec 20 


Smur.zy, WitttaM, Sparkbrook, Warwick, Builder Birming- 
ham Poet Dec18 Ord Dec 20 
cemcene. Tuomas, York, Overlooker York Pet Dec 19 
19 


Swa'we, Ricuanp Sotomon, Bradford, Enamel Letter 
Contractor Bradford Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Taxyzs, Cuartes, Ringwood, Hants, Farmer Salisbury 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Dee 20 

Tacmuas. Octavius Pow.rs, Cardiff, Coal Exporter Cardiff 
Pet Dee18 ‘/rd Dec 18 

Ticxizg, Catagaixe, Scarborough, Hotel Proprietor 
borough Pet Dec 2i Ord Dec 2t 

Totiry, Joux, Crediton, Devon, Wheelwright 
Pet Dec 20’ Ord Deo 20 


Scar- 
Exeter 


Towreenp, Harry Sarena, ja Furniture Remover 
Exeter Pet Dec 19 Ord Deo 
Utyattr, Josx Ricsarp, Wollinghorotgh, are, 
Fruiterer Northampton Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 2 
Weep, Hgoss, Wir Taomas Wess; Joszrn ace, 
a Fae ABRY } ee ae oe. 
"=> Boot Man urers et Dec 
19 Ord Dec 19 ‘ ome! : 


Haypw Venpt, Darlingt»n, or ae Dealer 
on Tees Pet Dec19 Ord Deo 1 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Nov 15: 


& romows, Suutem, White Lion st, Bishopsgate, Furrier 
High Court Pet Sept 26 Ord Nov 7 


London Gasetie,—Fripay, Dec. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aspott, Groros Caaries, o Angie, Beds, Baker Bedford 
Pet Dee 23 Ord Dec 23 

Apams, Fawwy, Aston, a, Soe Refiner Bir- 
mingham Pet Dec 23 O:d Dec 2% 

Crown. Apert, Bournemouth, Seller Poole Pet Dec 23 
Ord Dec 23 


Downe, WiiurAm, Gosport, = Decorator Ports- 
mouth Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 

Esaentravut, WALTHER, eer oll Licensed Victualler 
Birminghtm Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 23 

Gusset. Jonx, Merthyr Vale, Glam, Baker 
Tydfil Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Hopxtssow, Tuowas, Kirkby in Ashfield, Notts Notting- 
ham Pet Dee 23 Ord Dec 23 

Love, Groraz Waicut, Nottingham, Butcher Notting- 
h Pet Dec 28 Ord Deo 24 


em 
Peax, Awwir, Blackpool, Grocer Preston Pet Dec 17 
Ord Dec 23 


Merthyr 


Savaozn, Witttam Farpericx, 8t Helens, Lancs, Glass 
Dealer Liverpool Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 23 

Buen, Herpsert, Eddisbury, Cheshire Farmer 
Pet Dec 23 Ord !'ec 23 

8iupson, Bexsamix, Ke tering, Grocer Northampton Pet 
Dec rd Dec 23 

Fuitu, Daxter, Wolverhampton Engineer Wolverhampton 

Pat Nov 21 Ord Dee 23 

Uzzetv. Grorar, Fochrhiw, Com, Victualler 
Tydfil Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 2: 

a Grocer 


* Crewe 


Merthyr 

Wetpoy, Taomas ee, Chest2r 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 2 

Wrieut, Witt wanes. jun, Bournemouth, Furniture 
Dealer Poole Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baatx, Rosprrt. jun, Croydon, Leather Seller Jan 6 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Wes’ minster Bridge 

Browsg, Watres James, Welle, Somerset, Nurseryman 
Jan 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Currox, Harry Wittram, Yateley, Hant«, Coal Merchant 
Jan6ati12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Eveatnauanm, Haney, Rushden, Northampton, 
Jan7at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Faxsuawe, Jonn Tuomas, Birmingham. Mill Furni:her 
Jan 9 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Goipiz, Tsomas Ixatis, Bank Plain, Norwich, Architect 
Jan6at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Gaeey, Faanx Heway Ernest, Redland, Bristol 
at 11.45 Off Rec 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Liner, Argtruur, Desborough, Northampton, Coal Merchant 
Jan 8atll Of Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

age, Sava, Blockley Jun 6 at 12 1, 8t Aldate’s 


Forms, oe Joux, Blackheath, Staffs, Butcher at 11 
Rec, 199, Wol verhampton st, Dudley 
BovTHatt, Marx, Wennerton nr Kidderminster, 
er Jan6at12 Messrs Ivens, Morton, & Danks, 
Solicitors, Kidderminster 
Swaine, Ricuarp So.omor, Bradford, Enamel Letter Con- 
tractor Jan7ati2 Of Rec, 29, ‘Manor row, Bradford 
Tickvz, Catuertxe, Ecarborough, Hotel Proprietor Jan9 
at 2.30 Off Ree, Londesborough chmbrs, Scarborough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baraas, fo, eateter, Cumuntent Agent - 
pe chester P et Get St Ord Deo I ee 
gice, Wattrre Jonx, Copthall Higt 
~~ Cae pth: —y igh Court Pet Nov 


ae | a, Bournemouth, Tailor Poole Pet Dec 23 


Draper 
Jan 8 


Jan 7 


Couzy, Haray Wituiam, Panton st, Pee, Ladies’ 
Tailor High Court Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Ezx0rt, Exizanets, Winton, Bournemouth, Liv ery Stable 
‘ole Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 23 
ugar wo =r Vale, Baker Merthyr Tydfil Pet 


a 1 See vy: in Ashfield, Notts Notting- 
ham Pet Ord Dec 23 
Love, Gesven Ww acon Nottingham, Butcher Notting- 


Dec 23 Or hag? SF 
Exchange, ae 
Ord Dec 2 _ 


Martmays, Pavt Jaconus 
Engineer High Court 


bet be Sent 9 





Suzex, Heasert, Eddisbury, Cheshire, Farmer Crewe 
23 Ord Dec 23 


Pet Dec 

Suupsox, Bewsaurs, Kettering, Northampton, Grocer 
Northampton Pet Deo 23 Ord Dec 23 

Uzzert, Grorce, Fochrhiw, Glam, Victualler Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Dec 23 Ord Der 23 

Witutamsox, Mary Evita, t, Chester, E: 


Eg 
Liverpool Pet May17 Ord Dec 23 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Baiscor, Witt1am Henry, Addiscombe, Ns Croydoa 
Adjud Nov 11, 1839 Annul Dec 17, 1 





London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Dec, 31. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Aicocs, Ezwanp Srepsen, Churchfield av, North Finchley, 
Commercial Clerk Barnet Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 
Craownes, Jouy, High st } orth, East a Essex, Fruiterer 

ie ‘Court’ Pet Dec 27. Ord Dec 2 
Bas, BA er LC» rd, Brixton "High Court Pet 
21 


eta pk, ee, Carpenter Canterbury Pet 
Dec 23 Ord Dec 

Cuan Se Gt Soom st, Tailor High Court Pet Dec 

Jackson & con ", Boundary rd, Zestem, Builders 
High Court Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 2 

Mavuyp, Sauust Eswyest, Shifnal, Balop, Cyc'e Dealer 
Madeley Pet Dec 23 Ord Deo 

Parmiter, Louis, Falkland ; ig Green Lanes, Builder 
Edmonton Pet Deo3 Ord Deo 23 

Tuorytow, ALLAN, Faep Tuoryrox, end Artaur THorn- 
tow, Liversedge, Yorks, Coal Merchants Dewsbury 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 


Am 2nded notice substituted for that published ia the 
London Gazette of Dec 20: 


Newcomss, Arrour Maarrix, Beckenham, 
High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Dec 18 


FIRST MEETING3. 


Arpen, Gzoncs, Gt Grimsby, Motor Engi 
Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Bourcuies, Artour CuaeL_es Francis, Arundel Jan 16 at 
8.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Crow 4 Jouy, High st North, East Ham, Essex, Fruiterer 
Jan 8 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s' 

Renaeee Witt14m, Gosport, Hants, Decorator Jan 8 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High at, Portsmouth 

Fennau, Josep, Hawarden, Flint, Brewer Jan 8 at 11.30 
Crypt chmbrs. Eastgate row, Chester 

GoLps10NE, Gt es st, Tailor Jan10 at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bide Carey st 

om Hagey, a Lanes, Draper Jan 14 at 11.15 

T »wohall, "Rochda 

Jackson & Co, R, A Tottenham, Buildezs Jan 
9 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 'arey st 

Kyaprox, E, New Malden, Su:rey. Builder Jan 8 at 11.30 
132, Ye ork rd, Westminster Bridge 

Maunsp, Samver. Eenest, Shifnal, Salop. Cycle Dealer 
Jan 9atiL3) Off Ree, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Neat, Georce Eowis, Foston, nr Driffield, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Jan 11 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgat3, Hull 

Prax, Annis, Blackpool, Grocer Jan 10 at 10.3) Of Ree, 
14, Chapel st, Preston 

Rees, Ress Epwarp, Argoed, Pontrhydyfen, Glam 
Labourer Jan 9 at 12 Off Reo, 81, Alexandra rd, 
Swansea 

Tack, I C, Skegness, Lincs, Builder Jan 9 at 12.15 4 and 
6, West st, Boston 

Utyatt, Joux Ricnarp, Wellingborough, Fruiterer Jan9 

atil Off Rec, Bridg st, Northamptou 

Wituirams, Anx, Dolwyddelen, Carnarvon, Grocer Jan 8 
ati2 C rypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Woop, Haypy Veup1, Darlington, Furniture Dealer Jan9 
atll Off Rec, 8, ’Albort rd, Middiesbrough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Crowpen, Joun, High st North, East Ham, Fruiterer High 
Court Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 27 

Futter, Heesert, Margate, Carpenter Canterbury Pet 
Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Forze, Sauvet, Lampton rd, aunts, Builder Brent- 
ford Pet Nov2 Ord Dee 23 

Go.ppeaa, Harris, Hackney rd, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec 5 Ord Dee 28 

Hemmant, Joun, Gledholme, Etchingham, Sussex Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Oct 31 Ord Dec 23 

Mavuxp, Samus, Epgyest, Shifnal, _, Balop, Cycle Dealer 
Madeley Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 23 

Taorston, ALLEN, F mo Maen Anrave THosxTox, 
Liversedge, Yorks, Coal Merchants Dewsbury Pet 
Dec 23 Ord Dee 28 


Auctioneer 


er Jan 8 at il 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
the Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 








N R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMIN 


ATIONS; 
—Particulars on a sonny Otte lollies ore at 2, 
Hare-court, Temple, 


C. WHITHAM, Solicitors’ AUDITOR 
e and COSTSMAN.—56, Wellclose-mount, Leeds, 








OOD CLERK, 12 
round, Wants Country 
Type , Quick Longhand 
London. 
Wy Anrep. immediately. by 


le 
vincial Firm, ee lerk, —— 
admitted; must be thorough] 


in © 
Law and Conveyancing, and able Pony case of need to ¢ 
work without su sion ; highest tials 
liberal salary if suitable.—D., care of *‘ Solicitors’ 


and Weekly Reporter,” 27 27, Chancery-lane, WC. 


ENT COLLECTOR Seeks additional Gol. Col. 
lections, all jonten and Suburban districts ; e 
carefully Managed ; Weeklies and Tenemes ‘ 


taken; moderate BAW Hy 


ears’ ex 
tuation ; 80s.; Short 
-—Witiiams, 8, Wil 











AW COSTS.—Testimonial: ‘Aug, 
1907.—Mr. HARCOURT SMITH has just oc 

the drafting of @ complicated bill of costa in the 
up of a co! ble estate to our entire sati 
we have = hesitation in him ‘te 
members of our profession for similar by ~e 
Hazcovet Surra, Partnership Agent, &c., 61, O 
lane, London. 


[ CANS by POST, £20 to £5 000 on nolo! 
4 of hand, without sureties: information and 


free; no charge whatever unless sdvance made.—. 
confidence, Tus Mivcayp Discount Co., Lrp., ine ¥ 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 
taken off the 








:: 
- 
by 


oCnmowoce 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, BG, _ 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 
AUTHORITY 





BY 


E uisite under the above Acts on the 
very req e supplied 


The BOOKSand FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, J 


Saaeze Cextivicates, Deseytures, ved 
printed. OrriciaL Seats designed pos Ten Be ~— 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & Co., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c,, 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


painters, “MTEe 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 

Pantiamentagy Bits, Mixvurss oy Evipexoz, Booms op ~ 
Buverence, StaTEMENTS OF Calm, Answers, &0.,&0, 

BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZLINGRS 
NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Werk. — 
Every description of Printing. 4 


Printers of THE semmeasss «4 JOURNAL 
- 'D WEEKLY aaronrEn, 


E.C. 





FETTER LANE, LONDON, 
BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywi 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, 





rompt 
wing 





